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in pettifogging subtleties; but shall only attempt || others to say whether there ever was a more 
to disabuse the character of the State, of the as- || audacious and contemptuous violation of public 
versions which have been cast upon it, that it may || sentiment. 


|| Insomuch as the good old Democratic doctrine 


pap : i] 
shine forth in its native effulgence. | 
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| now says, return to the early policy of this Gov- 
| ernment, that of discouraging, restricting, and 


discountenancing slavery everywhere under its 
jurisdiction. She calls upon us to discard the vile 


It may not be unprofitable, in the first place, to || of the obligation of the representative to obey the || and contemptible dogma that the Constitution of 


inquire what is the cause of the disagreement be- | d 
tween my honorable colleague and the State which || have nothing to say. { leave the honorable Sen- 
we represent. Why has this unhappy difference, || ator with Jefferson and his constituents. 
to use no stronger term, arisen betwgen a sover-|; But my honorable colleague has seen fit to take 
eign State and one of its Representatives on this || sanctuary in certain other acts of the Legislature, 
floor? It igone of the bitter fruits of the latest great || some of which he gravely says they did pass, and 
neace measure which was to settle all agitation || some of which he also says they did not pass; 
for all time in this country. It had its origin in || thus arraigning the Legislature of Connecticut 
the overthrow of the Missouri compromise. This || before the Senate, not only for sins of commission, 
is the pestilent box out of which it sprang. Iwill || but also for sins of omission. Now, sir, 1 am 
state the facts as briefly as possible in relation to || unable to see the pertinency of these matters to 
this matter. amie } the question before us—how the enactment or non- 
The proposition to violate the public faith by enactment of good or bad laws by the sovereign 
the abrogation of that compromise, thus breaking || authority of a State, can justify its representative 
down the last barrier against ye toall the Ter- || in disobeying positive instructions, to vote against 
ritories of the United States, and leaving them |’ a bad law here in the Senate, unless it has come 
wide open to its dark inundations—Territories || to pass in these latter times that, contrary to Scrip- 
which had been declared forever free by what was || ture, the servant is greater than hismaster. Iam 
considered at the time, to be a solemn and irre- || yet to learn whether the Legislature of Connecti- 
pealable compact—startled “the good people of || cut is guilty of wrong-doing for enacting such 
Conn€cticut from their slumbers, and rallied them || laws as it in its wisdom thought best. 
to the polls at their late State election in April, and || The honorable gentleman has commented upon 
the ballot boxes rang out their indignant ‘‘ No.”’ || some acts which the Legislature did not enact, 
This was the great issue in that election, and never || and upon some which they did, among which he 
was there a political revolution in any State more || gave particular prominence to an ‘Act for the 
complete and signal. Itwas attended with nostorm || defense of liberty.’ This, in his judgment, con- 
of popular excitement. It was conducted with || flicts with the Fugitive Act, for the safety of which 
remarkable moderation and calmness. Hardly a || he is alarmed. Now, sir, | would not do the in- 
leaf trembled in the breeze. [t was the natural, || justice to my honorable colleague to compare my- 
spontaneous uprising of the people to avertagreat || self with him in legal science; but I have given 
impending calamity, and save themselves and || some attention to the law to which he has taken 
their country from its disastrous consequences. || exception, since I saw it heralded through the 
Outside of the pale of the governmental officials || country as ‘‘ nullification,’’ and I have not been 
there was hardly a voice of dissent. The result, || able to discover anything in it that needs to excite 
sir, was what we should naturally expect. Both || the apprehensions of the most vigilant sentinels of 
branches of the Legislature were overwhelmingly 


the Fugitive Act. I have consulted several eminent 
opposed to the odious measure. Soon after con- || civilians in relation to it, all of whom have assured 


vening, early in the month of May, the subject || me that it conflicts with no law of the United 
was brought up, and resolutions presented declar-'|| States. And I think I can safely challenge those 
ing it to be violative of the public faith, destruct- || who assert to the contrary to produce the proof. 
ive of mutual confidence, subversive ofthe funda- || But, without detaining the dein on this point, 
mental principles of natural justice, and threaten- || I would here raise the qian whether, under 
ing the stability of this Government; aml they || the Constitution of the United States, Connecti- 
instructed their Senators, and earnestly requested || cut has not as much right to enact laws for the 
their Representatives, to oppose it by all honor- || protection of the rights of her people, as South 
able means, and to the last extremity. These || Carolina has to enact laws for the destruction of 
resolutions passed the House by a vote of nearly || the rights of her people? Whether freedom ma 
three to one, and in the Senate with only a single || not be protected under the Constitution as nu | 
negative. ; || as slavery? Cannot Connecticut be indulged a 
Now, I submit to the consideration of honor- || little with the privilege of protecting the rights 
able Senators, whether there was ever a fairer, || and liberties of her own people upon her own soil, 
fuller, more explicit and authoritative expression || when a part of them, at least, have no protection, 
of the popular sentiment of any State, any where, || except such as is furnished by prison-walls in 
at any time, on any question? The Legislature | certain other States of this Union? Oh! Mr. 
expressed the sentiments of the people of Connec- || President, has it come to this, that we of the 
ticut on that momentous question. There was || North are all centralized, absorbed, melted down, 
hardly a discordant note from any quarter of the || swallowed up, consolidated into this great, central, 
State. These resolutions were duly forwarded to || usurping Government, and the northern States 
Congress. The dreaded Bill soon came from the || are mere appendages, shorn and rayless satelites, 
House with an-amendment for the final action of || to revolve around this all-absorbing center, in bor- 
the Senate, and what did my honorablecolleague? || rowed light? God forbid! To this momentous 
It is known to the Senate and the country. On question Connecticut, | rejoice to say, true to her 
the memorable night of the final vote, a few mo- || ancient fame, as the vigilant champion of State 
ments before the question was put, he arose in his || rights, and mindful of her grand historic emi- 
seat, with characteristic deliberation, and informed || nence as a defender of liberty, answers, No. | 
the Senate that he was under instructions to vote || 
against the bill, but he had determined to disobey || liberty felt, when giving voice to these words in 
the instructions of an Abolition Whig Legislature, | the British Parliament in 1776: 
and vote for the bill. A beautiful exposition of the ] **T rejoice that America has resisted. Three millions of 
doctrine of ** popular sovereignty,” by one of its || people so dead to all the feelings of liberty as voluntarily to 
distinguished advocates! Hardly had the last || submit to slavery, would have been fit instruments to make 
word for popular sovereignty in Kansas and Ne- | *!@ves of the rest.” 
braska died away upon his lips before he arises in || So I do rejoice that in the great conflict between 
thia Senate Chamber, scouts the popular sover- | Democracy and Despotism, now begun in good 
eignty of his own State as an Abolition Whig || earnest, Connecticut has been so prompt to take 
sovereignty; and assumes autocratic sovereignty | her position on the side of freedom, and to call 
in opposition and defiance of the popular sover- || upon us to restcre this Government to the old 
foundations on which her Ellsworth and Sherman 
were so active in establishing it, and separate it 


eignty 
“This, Mr. President, is a simple and unvar- | 
nished statement of the case. Never was there a || from slavery at once and forever. She has done 
fuller, fairer, more explicit, and authoritative ex- || with all compromises with the perfidious violaters 
Pression of the popular will, and I leave it for || and haughty contemners of the public faith, and 
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feel somewhat as the great friend of America and | 


|| will of his constituents, has been dishonored, I || the United States is a shield of slavery, or any- 


wise countenances that most cruel and terrific dea- 
potism that has ever crushed humanity—a despot- 
ism which denies the natural right of a man to his 
own body; of a husband to his own wife; of a 
father to his own child; which sells husband, wife, 
and child, separate or together, in the market- 
places; which asserts chattel-slavery to be a Divine 
and Democratic institution, and avows its base 
purpose indefinitely to extend and forever to per- 
petuate the terrific curse! 

I thank God, sir, Connecticut is washing her 
hands from this blood, and calls upon us, in her 
old voice of freedom, to cleanse this Government 


| from its guilty participation in the diabolical work 


of inslaving and imbruting man. She invokes us 
to disabuse the Constitution of the miserable dog- 
mas which slaveholders have foisted into it, to 
serve their own nefarious purposes, and restore 
to it the original construction in which its illue- 
trious framers conceived and established it—not 
so much as admitting into it, according to Madi- 
son, Sherman, and others, the blasphemous “* idea 
that man can hold property in man.”” Sheein- 
| vokes us to return to the original policy of this 
| Government, as inaugurated by Jolhuned. and in- 
terdict slavery on every rod of territory under 
its jurisdiction. She would have us see to it, that 
| this Government, President, Judges, Congress and 
all, be speedily rescued from the foul embraces of 
the great Southern Syren, raised up from its low 
debauchment, to virtue and freedom, vitalzed 
anew by the inspiring breath of liberty, and re- 
| placed on the old foundations upon which the great 
fathers established and left it, there to be reso- 
| lutely and actively on the side of freedom. 
| It is meet and proper that the State of Ellsworth 
and Sherman, who would not admit slavery into 
the Constitution on any terms, the State of Put- 
nam and Hale, who fought heroically for freedom, 
should speak out clearly at such a crisis, and call 


'| upon us to tear off from this Government the ac- 


| cursed vampire of slavery. 
| My honorable colleague has undertaken, for the 


|| second or third time, to prove the Missouri com- 


| promise line uncenstitutional. 1 will not tax the 

patience of the Senate with any reply, further 
| than to offset the opinion of President Monroe, 
| together with those of all his unrivaled Cabinet, 
| Calhoun, Crawford, Wirt, and John Q. Adama, 
| against the argument and opinion of my honor- 
| able colleague. 

I have the happiness to agree with my colleague 
in the principle of popular sovereignty, only we 
chance to have opposite views in carrying it out. 
He favored the Nebraska-Kansas Bill for one 
great reason that | opposed it. He regarded it as 
promotive of the principle of popular sovereignty, 
whereas | considered it, in all its details and ten- 
dencies, as subserving the antagonistic principle 
of slayeholding sovereignty; and every day’s de- 
| velopment, since its passage, has been confirming 

the correctness of this view. 

He has also animadverted on the Fugitive Act, 
| and heis welcome to his opinions upon that sub- 
ject. I do not intend ever to be drawn into a dis- 
cussion of that measure. It might have an awk- 
ward tendency toward pacification. No, Mr. 
| President, I am not the man to discuss the Fugi- 
tive Act. I will not do it. I can never cast so 
great an indignity upon the Constitution of my 
| country as to admit, by the remotest implica- 
| tion, the possibility that it could kennel such a 
| Cerberean monster. Tell me not of the consti- 
| tutionality of an act which, by one bound, vaults 

over all the bulwarks of liberty in all the States of 
| this Union, and strikes down, at one blow, the 
| writ of Habeas Corpus, and the right of Trial by 
| Jury; which commits the great question of per- 
|| sonal liberty, not to a judicial trial, but to a sum- 

mary process, before a magistrate, eppointed, not 

i) by the President with the concurrence of the 
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Senate, but by the Court; which forbids the exer- 
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cise of Christian charity toward the poor and-per- | 


ishing, under severe penalties; which seeks to 
degrade man below the beasts which perish, by 
accounting him and his precious rights of too little 
value to be entitled to a jury trial, less than twenty 
deliars, which holdg out the bribe of a double fee 
to the petty commissioner for dooming a human 
being to slavery; which, in short, overthrows all 
the safeguards of human rights, and leaves man 
an easy prey to be despoiled and captured by 
the pirate, the kidnapper, and the slave-hunter. 
It was conceived in sin, shapen in iniquity, and 
baptized in blood. It has no rival in its savage 
brutality—nothing in the code of any civilized 
nation to compare with it, but towers alone in its 
detestable preéminence of atrocious, unmitigated 
villainy. 1 will never affront the Constitution of 
my country so much as to hold up this frightful 
Gorgon before it, and ask the question—Is it con- 
stitutional? Rather will I assist to drive it back 
howling to its native hell, if it would not be too 
terrible an inflictiononthe damned, Tell me that 
my constitutional oath imposes an obligation upon 
me to obey this infernal act—I spurn the deed—I! 
scorm the behest—I defy the authority. 
our free fathers intended their children should act 
the slave-hunter and the bloodhound for the slave- 
polders as if they bequeathed to us such an in- 
tritemee of crime, brutality, and shame. 

The Conetitution which | swore to observe and 
maintain was ordained ‘‘ to establish justice and 
secure the blessings of liberty;’’ and in accord- 
ance therewith, expressly declaresthat ‘no person 
shqjl be deprived of life, liberty, or property without 
due process of law.’’ By this | stand; by this | 
will be judged. 

1 know that Connecticut, in the olden time, was 
libeled by a Tory renegade, who absconded to 
England to perpetrate his vindictive falsehood, as 
the Blue Law State; but, by the blessing of God, 
the numerous progeny which he left behind him, 
shall never fasten upon her the damning infamy of 
the Black Law State. 

Do you accuse me of using strong language? | 
am fresh from the people, and have a right to use 
strong language in their sovereign name, to whom 
I hold myself amenable. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, aiiow me to say 
that ! feel a just and loyal pride swelling my bosom, 


As if | 


as | contemplate the position of the good old Com- | 


monwealth which | have the honor, in part, to 
represent; she has begun a good work, and will 
go on unto perfection. It gives me joy to think 
her dark days of servility and shame are over, 
‘and she has entered upon a new career of free- 
dom and glory. But if, from any unforeseen mis- 
fortune, she should ever fall back again into the 


hands of the servile Philistines—theslavemonger- | 


ing Democracy—which Infinite Merey avert !—I 
will not follow the example of my honorable col- 
league, and take advantage of her misfortunes, to 
insult and expose her *‘ before all Israel and the 
sun;’’ but I will love her still, like a true son, for 
what she was in the palmy days of her beauty 
oe — [ will cherish and defend her to the last; 
wi 


** Walk backward with averted gaze, 
And hide her shame.’’ 


Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I rise only for 
the purpose of saying that it cannot be necessary 
in this body, or Gefore the country, to reply to 
the remarks which have been made by my col- 
league, 
unkindly, I will thank him for furnishing an illus- 


—— 


lieve, was called for. 1 move, therefore, that the 
report of the Secretary be printed, 
The motion was agreed to. 
TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 


| Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill which was 
postponed yesterday, providing for the construc- 


tion of a line of telegraph from the Mississippi | 


river to the Pacific ocean. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
first bill on the list of special orders. 

Mr. BROWN. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I can hardly 
inform the Senator whether it has or not. 

Mr. BROWN. It is one o’clock, and that is 
the hour to which the insane bill was postponed. 

I hope that bill will be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall finish the 
insane bill to-day. 

Mr. BROWN. If we take up the bill which 
the Senator from California proposes to take up, 

it is beyond all question that we shall not get to 
the insane bill to-day, and we shail have to fix 
another hour to take the vete upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill 
on the orders of the day is the one referred to by 
the Senator from California. Do | understand 
the Senator from Mississippi as moving to pass 

| by this bill for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of the bill granting lands for the 
indigent insane? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. I do not understand the 
object of my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to take up the insane 
bil! which has been vetoed by the President, and 

have a vote upon it, as the hour fixed for its con- 
sideration has arrived. 

Mr. WELLER. Then | here no objection to 
the motion of the Senator to postpone this bill 
until to-morrow. ae 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion for a minute, and I will then renew it> 
I wish to offer a few amendments. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to amend the substi- 
tute in the first section, lines seven and eight, by 


That is the 


| striking out the words: ‘* and under the jurisdic- 
tion of,’’ so as to make the bill conform to what | 


the restofitis. It was originally drawn to apply 
to unorganized territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 


| words, ** in the Territories,’’ so that it shall be 
absolutely certain that the lands granted shall be 
taken in the Territories. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is on | 


the last page of the printed bill, line ten, to strike 
out the word ‘‘ unorganized.” It was, put in 
because it was supposed the bill would apply to 
| unorganized territory. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I now move to postpone the 


|, further consideration of the bill until half past 
| twelve o’clock to-morrow, and to make it the 


On the contrary, if he will not take it. 


‘tration of the necessity of my having taken the | 


position which I occupy. 


Mr. WELLER. What is the question before 
the Senate ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bancrr 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion to 


print the resolutions of the Legislature of Connec- | 


ticat. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
.. Mr. PETTIT. On the 3) of April last, the 
Senate, by a resolution which I introduced, called 
upon the President for information as to the per- 


formance of the stipulations of a treaty with the | 


.Pottawatomie Indians made on the 26th of Oc- 


tober, 1832. The Secretary of the Interior has 
reported, furnishing the information which, I be- 


special order for that hour. 

Mr. CASS. I hope, before that order is made, 
| it will be distinctly understood that at one o’clock 
| to-morrow the homestead bill is to be taken up. 

Mr. CHASE. Before this motion is agreed to, 

I wish to understand whether it is understood that 
this bill, which I desire to see taken up and dis- 
posed of, will be acted on before one o’clock to- 
| morrow, or in the event that it shall not be dis- 
| posed of at that time, it will be laid aside, so that 
the homestead bill can be taken up. 

Mr. SLIDELL. When, to-morrow? 

Mr. CHASE. Yes, sir, to-morrow. 

Mr. SLIDELL. To-morrow is private bill 


day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on postponing this bill until half past.twelve 
o’clock to-morrow; but the Chair advises Sen- 
) ators that to-morrow js private bill day, and _ it 


, cannot then be considered but by unanimous con- | 


sent. 
Mr. BROWN. That being the case, I move 


|, to postpone it until Monday, so as to-get it out of 


the way, of private bills. It cannot suffer bya 
day or two day’s delay. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


I move next to insert in line | 
| twelve, page four, of the printed substitute, the | 


} houn as a just mode of interpretiQOS 


| clear, the unmistakable analogy 


ao duly 6, 


| The motion to postpone till Monday penis 
| to. 


Breed 
INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETo, 


The Senate resumed the reconsideration of the 
| bill making a grant of public lands to the sey... 
States of the Union for the benefit of the ing 
insane persons, which had been returned by the 
President of the United States with his Objections 
Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Senate ;, 
support of the Veto message, and also in Vindia. 
tion of his position on the Kansas and Nebrasj, 
bill. [His speech will be found in the A ppendig ) 

Mr. BADGER, Mr. President, I have already 
some time ago, expressed, very fully, and at lars 
my views pon this bill, in connection with ths 
objections taken by the President in his mesgao, 
I do not propose, as indeed it would be unper. 
donable for me, to occupy the Senate by any fur. 
ther discussion, in addition to what I have here. 
tofore submitted on the particular matters embrace 
in the general question; but as several member 
of the Senate have done me the honor to refer jy 
their speeches to propositions which I laid dow, 
and particularly the honorable Senator fro, 
Michigan (Mr. Cass] has paid no small attention, 
in his very ingenious and able speech upon thi: 
subject, to my views expressed in the Senate upon 

, it, | feel that it is due to myself, and due to ths 
subject, to say a few words in vindication of th 
position which I have assumed in relation to th 
power of this Government over the public@lands, 

| took occasion to say that the power conferre 
upon Congress ‘*to dispose of’’ the public lands 
and other property of the United States, beings 
| power granted without any express liniitatiog, 
being in its very nature an exclusive power, which 
could never have been possessed by the States, 
and could not be divided between this Governmen 
and the States, must necessarily be an absolute 
and unlimited power, except so far as the Consij. 
tution itself had withdrawn certain subjects from 
the powers of this Government. For the purpose 
of illustrating and enforcing the view which | took 
upon that subject, I cited, from the posthumous 
wok of the late illustrious Senator from South 

Carolina, Mr. Calhoun, the view which he takes 
of the mature of the treaty-making power conferrel 
upon this Government, where, upon precisely the 
same grounds; he considers that power as liable 
only to certain necessarily implied limitations, 
which he proceeds, with great clearness and acc 
racy, to specify I deduced from this view of 

| Mr. Calhoun’s, just and statesmanlike as it io 
| that the power coyferred upon Congress over the 

_ public lands, being\in every respect whatever like 
the power conferret] on the President, with the 
assent of the Senate, to make treaties, being u 

_ exclusive power conferred in general terms, sub- 

| ject to no particular linjitations expressed, ani, 

in its nature, one that courd not be reserved to the 

| States, it follows, therefore, that this power wu 
subject to no restrictions, except those which lt 
longed of necessity and by implication to tt 
treaty-making power itself. — 

The honorable Senator ¢rom_ Michigan seemed 
to consider that neither the original remarks which 
Lcited from Mr. Calhoun,,, nor the applicatio 
which I made of them to the? case in hand, a 
entitled to very consideralle value or resp. 
With regard to the original .remarks of Mr. Ct 
houn, L think, upon examinalsion, they will com: 
mend themselves to every Sjenator, and to th 
honorable Senator from Michigep® himself, as ie 
nishing the result of a very pro found and a 
manlike mind applied to the epxposition a 
great instrument which originategd and maintsits 
our Government, With regard tho MY applica 
of them, that isa question before tghe Senate. the 
man has yet shown, no man can show, thal ‘i 

, two cases do not stand, as we lawyf®!§ 58y 
fours; and that, if the rule applieg4 by Mr. . 

e grant 
one, it gover 
o be put upolt 
ic lands. 

0 uire why , t 
Hisposition © 

n" rs clearly 

ing power, 

t have pe 
direct, tt 

the two 

e cleat, 


Vera] 
gent 


| power to make treaties, be a correct 
_ the question as to the interpretation 
| the power ** to dispose of?” the pul 
Nor does it concern me, sir, to in 
, Calhoun did not follow out to the 
the public lands the rule which he 
laid down in regard to the treaty-ma 
and. what motives or influences migll 
verted his judgment in not seeing thé 
betwe 
ped his 


} 
1 
' 
; 
| 


| cases. That was his affuir. 
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distinct, applicable, beyond the possibility of any 
successful contestation, to the question of power 
which is now under the consideration of the Sen- 
ate; and his failure to carry out and apply it does 
not deprive the rule of its value, nor does it pre- 
yent its just application to those subjects to which 
it ought to be applied. 

But, Mr. President, the honorable Senator from 
Michigan has some remarks to which | wish to 
invite the attention of the Senate, and of the hon- 
orable Senator himself in regard to the interpre- 
tation of the powers of this General Government. 
In his printed: apecel, first quoting the first clause 
of that article conferring upon Congress its legis- 
lative power in these words: ‘* Congress shall have 
power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare; but all 
duties, imposts, and excises shal! be uniform 
throughout the United States,’’ he remarks: 


«“ Now, here is an unlimited power of raising taxes, and 
still more an unlimited right of applying them, so far as 
regards the terms of the grant. For the common defense 
and general welfare, even if considered words of restriction, 
would practically amount to nothing, as they would leave 
the utmost latitude of discretion to Congress. But they are 
not. They merely express the general motives for taxation, 
and above all, contain vo substantial grant of power. For 
if they did, xs is well observed by the President, ‘all the 
rest of the Constitution, consisting of carefully enumerated, 
and cautiously guarded grants of specific powers, would be 
useless, if not delusive.’”’ 


And again he remarks: 


“ The limitation imposed, arising out of the nature of the | | 


Constitution, is, that objects connected with the common | 
defense and gene®al welfare, are to be obtained by means 
of the specific and express grants of power. Without this 
construction, there would be no limitation to the applica 
tion of the public money by Congress, but the discretion of 
that body would be supreme and arbitrary. I have already 
referred to the clause of the Constitution which recognizes 
in Congress the power of making appropriations from the 
Treasury. This power is as general as words can convey, 
with ne limitation whatever. Fither, therefore, this per- 
vading principle of construing grants of power by the pur- 
poses and provisions of the Constitution, must limit this 
authority, or itis unlimited, and may be used or abused at 
the pleasure of the Nationa! Legislature, and to the estab- 
lishment of arbitrary authority upon the ruins of the Con 
stitution. Apply this same rule to the power to dispose of 
the public property,”? 


—that is the public lands and other property. 


‘* Apply this same rule to the power to dispose of the 
public property, by requiring that it shall be exercised in 
conformity with the grants of the Constitution, and we carry 
out the true principle, and furnish safeguards against legis- 
lative abuse.”? 

Now, Mr. President, if I understand the view 
taken here by the honorable Senator, it is that 
neither the power granted to Congress to lay and 
collect duties and other taxes, nor the power to 


dispose of the public lands, is absolutely an un- || 


limited power; that neither of them. is subject to 
the mere limitation; that they shall be applied 
or used for the purpose of the common defense 
and general welfare, but that each is limited and 
restrained by the general principles of the Con- | 
stitution, and the specific enumerations contained 
init. Assuming that to be the case, I ask what 
is the power of Congress to raise and collect 
revenues? [tis granted in the words specified by 
the Senator from Michigan, which I have just 
read. It is to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
ponte and excises—now I will read this as the 

resident in his message says it ought to be read 
—‘‘ in order to pay the debts, and in order to pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare.’’ 
Is that power subject to any restriction except | 
that Congress shall not raise money but with a 
view to provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare? TheSenator says itis. Then what 
is the other restriction? Where is it to be found ? 
What part of the Constitution can be read or 
tortured into putting any restraint or restriction 
upon it, beside what is implied in these words? 
Well, sir, there is none. is there any other power | 
given to Congress? 

The Senator speaks of the power granted to | 
Congress to make appropriations out of the Treas- | 
ury. Now, that does not enlarge the powers of 
Congress, either in the collection of the revenue 
or the parposes to which it may be rightfully de- 
voted. As Mr. Calhoun clearly perceived, that | 
provision in the Constitution that ‘*no money | 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in conse- | 
quence of appropriations made by law,’ is what | 
is called a negative pregnant. It denies any other | 


mode of drawing money from the public Treasury, | 


and thereby necessarily implied that the money | 
may be drawn in that mode; but it adds nothing 
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to, and takes nothing from, the purposes to which 
Congress may apply the money which has been 
raised. i 
ined. This clause provides only the orderly 
method in which the money in the Siiesers may 
be taken out in order to be applied to the purposes 


to which Congress has a rightful authority to ap- | 


ply it. 

Now, that being the case, and the honorable 
Senator himself having said that this rule is also 
to be applied to the power of Congress to dispose 


1 


|| from you. 
| be 
That power is to be elsewhere determ- || 


of the public lands and property of the United | 


States, let us see how we stand with regard to 
precedent; and how, if the honorable Senator’s 


misled by his own high authority upon the sub- 
ject of the powers of Congress as well over the 
public money as over the public land. The first 
session that | had the honor ofa seat on this floor, 
a distinguished, yes, | willsay,an ilustrious gen- 
tleman and friend of mine, Mr. Crittenden, was a 
member of this body from Kentucky. 
year succeeding the disastrous failure of crops in 
Ireland and Scotland; and prompted by the native 
philanthropy of his mind, he introduced a bill into 


It was the | 


’ ° . 2 . . ; 
the Senate, which as it is very brief, 1 will, with 


your permission, Mr. President, read, ‘The first 


section proposed to enact 

‘¢ That the President of the United States be, and he here 
by is, authorized to cause to be purchased such provisions 
as he may deem suitable and proper, and to cause the sane 
to be transported and tendered in the name of the people 
of the United States to that of Great Britain for the rehef 
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But permit me to ask if there could 
any difference of opinion between any two 
members of this body when they were called upon 
to say, ** will sending money to Ireland and send- 
ing money to Scotland, or sending provisions to 
Ireland or to Scotland, promote the common de- 
fense and general welfare of the United States. 
Again, sir, there is nothing in the Constitation 
of the United States, if there be any limitations at 
all upon our power in disposing of the money, 


| which makes any distinction between appiying 


our funds to feed the starving in foreign countries, 
and applying our funds for the benefit of the 


| insane in foreign countries, or the deaf and dumb 
views on this occasion are correct, we have been | 


in foreign countries, or any other claos of human 
beings in foreign countries that may need assiet- 
ance, or charity, or benevolence—none, No 
human being can point out, upon the question of 
power, any reason why, if we can apply the funds 
In one way, we canhot apply them in any of the 
others. 1 will admit, if we once assume the 
power, upon the expediency of exercising it there 
may be a great difference between an occasional 
supply of food to relieve the people of a friendly 
country, who are suffering under a temporary 
scarcity, and making « provision for the benefiof 


| the indigent insane, or the deaf or dumb, of that 


of the people of Ireland and Scotland suffering from the | 


great calamity of scarcity and famine.”’ 
The second section provided: 


“ That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to carry into effect this act.”’ 


And the third section provided: 


* That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized, at his discretion, to employ any of the 
pubiie ships of the United States for the transportation of 
the provisions to be purchased as aforesaid.”’ 


That bill was ordered to be engrossed in the 


Senate on the 27th of February, 1847, and bore || 


| the title of ‘* A bill to provide some relief for the 


suffering people of Ireland and Scotland.’’ Now, || think we were quite as longitudinal in oar debates 


| sir, let us pause for a moment upon the provisions 
of this bill. First: it was a bill authorizing the 
President to purchase provisions, and to segd 
those provisions, in the name of the people of the 


United States, to the people of Great Britain, for | 


mthe relief of those in Ireland and Scotland who 
were suffering under the then calamity_of scareity 
and famine. Secondly: it was a bill proposing to 
take out of the Treasury $500,000 of the public 
money, to enable the President to make the pur- 
chase, and to ship the provisions. In the third 

place, it authorized the President to convert the 

public vessels of the nation from their appropriate 


business as public armed vessels into transports | 


for the purpose of carrying those provisions across 
the ocean. 
Mr. President, I desire to know under what 


| Or supposed grant or implication of power to 


| the far East. 





Congress to make dispositions of money from || 


| the public Treasury, we acquired, according to 
| the Senator’s rule of interpretation, the authority 
| to take a half million of dollars, and send it to 
| feed people who were starving in Ireland and 


Scotland? Why, the Senator says that the words | 


** for the common defense and general welfare,’’ 


| even supposing them to be a restriction, would | 


amount to nothing, because they would still leave 
an undefined margin of congressional discretion. 
Permit me to say, sir, that | think the honorable 
Senator is mistaken in supposing so, for although 
I will admit that the words, ‘‘ for the common 
defense and general warfare,’’ do not furnish very 
strict limitations upon the power, yet if they be 
considered as limitations, | submit to the honora- 
ble Senator himself if they do not prohibit this 
application of the public money. How would the 


oe 


the genera! welfare of the United States be ad- 
vanced or promoted by buying corn and sending 
it to feed the poor in Ireland and Scotland? Many 
questions might arise upon the application of 
money which might bring us toa peuse, Gen- 
erally, difference of opinions might arise. You, 
| Mr. President, might think a particular applica- 
| tion of the public mone 

i'defense and general welt 


fare, and I might differ 


common defense of the United States, how would | 


to be for the common | 


iH 


| 


} 








country; but upon the question of power thene,is 
no diflerence. 

A second remark I make is this: The Consti- 
tution makes no discrimination in our powers be- 
tween supplying the people of ireland and Scot- 
land out of our Treasury when they are in want 
of food, and supplying the people of Russia, of 
Germany, of France, of Turkey, yes, sir, and of 
The Constitution knows noadiffer- 
ence. If there is anything said upon itin the 
Constitution, it has eseaped my reading and eb- 
servation. If, therefore, we have power to make 
such dispositions for the benefit of suffering people 
in Ireland and Scotland, we have a right to make 
similar dispositions for sutfering people of foreign 
countries all over the world. 

Mr. President, as I have said, that bill was 
ordered to be engrossed in the Senate, and after a 
discussion, but not a very long one—for I do, not 


in 1846~"47 as we are now—but after a discus- 
sion, and a discussion upon the constitutional 
power—this objection being made and insisted 
upon—the bill was ordered to be engrossed by a 
vote of 27 yeas to 15 nays, Those who voted in 
the affirmative were; ; 
‘‘Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Berrien, Breese, Culhoun, 


| Cameron, Cass,; John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 


Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Hunt- 
ington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mar- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Simmons, Soulé, Sturgeon, and 
Webster. ”’ 


Those who voted in the negative were: 


‘‘ Messrs. Archer, Badger, Bagby, Butler, Chalmers, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Mason, Niles, Turney, Westcott, 
and Yulee.’’ 


Now, let us pause here, In 1847, on the 27th 


| of February in that year, this bill was ordered to 
clause or article of the Constitution, what actual || 


be engrossed in the Senate, on the yeas and nays, 
by the vote which | have just read. 

Now, Mr. President, considering that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Michigan, and the late 
distinguished Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Calhoun,] the strictest of the strict in his expo- 
sition of constitutional powers, voted for that bill, 
Lask you if those of us here who conceive that 
this Government may apply something, either of 
money or lands, for the benefit of their own 
people, do not stand with a very fair excuse, if not 
justification. What, sir, have we a government 
so constructed, and a Constitution so limited and 


|| defined, that Congress can collect from the people 


what moneys it pleases by duties and other taxa- 
tion, and after they are collected, if the inhabi- 
tants of the neighboring city of Alexandria were 
starving for want of bread, they have not the con- 
stitutional power to appropriate one hundred dol- 
lars to save them from thatcalarmity? And does the 
Constitution leave Congress at liberty, if itchooses, 
to empty the Treasury in applying it to those who 
are in want of food in other and distant portions 
of the world? In other words, we should be 
placed in this position, according to that argu- 
ment. The Constitution has set out, in ite pre- 
amble, what were the great purposes for which it 
was framed: ‘‘In order to form a more perfert 
Union”—where? Not between us and Ireland 
and Scotland, 1 suppose, but a more perfect 
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‘| witht regard to the question of the power of Con- || by Judge Story, and maintained by him «; 


Union here. ‘Establish justice’-—where? At 
home. ‘Insure domestic tranquillity’’—not in 
Ireland, surely, but here. ‘Provide for the com- 
mon defense, promote the general welfare’’—of 
whom? Of our own people. ‘And secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our poster- 
ity.’’ For these purposes the Constitution was 
established for the United States of America. 
The Constitution having declared in the pre- 
amble these as being the objects and purposes, and 
the sole objects and purposes, for which that in- 
strument was established, has yet been made, ac- 
cording to this doctrine, in such a particular and 
curious method, that whilst we can send millions 
abroad to help foreigners, we cannot appropriate 
a dollar to save our own people from starving ! 
Again, the honorable Senator, in the passage 
which | have read, supposes the power ‘‘to dis- 
pose of ’’ the public lands to be subject to the 
same general restriction? Very well, sir, there is 
no express restriction upon the power. If it is 
subject only to these inferential restrictions to 
which the President refers, and which the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan indoyses, then the 
thing is conclusive to demonstration. Here are 
two powers, one over the land and the other over 
the money, both subject to the same and no other 
restrictions. The money you can dispose of for 
the benefit of people in foreign lands, and, there- 
fore, you can dispose of the lands for the same 
purpose; you cannot get clear of that conclusion. 
ow, Mr. President, if these conclusions are 
the result of what are called the principles of strict 
construction of that instrument, | say beware of 
them. I do not adopt the principle of strict con- 
struction; | do not adopt the principle of a liberal 
construction; but, so far as I know, I endeavor to 
lant myself upon the rule of construction which 
SL oane heard laid down in the circuit court of North 
Carolina by that most eminent man and excellent 
judge, the late John Marshall. A professional 
friend of mine filed a bill on the equity side of that 
court. It had been demurred to for want of juris- 
diction; and after an argument on the question of 
juriediction, the district judge gave his opinion 


against the jurisdiction, and concluded by saying || 


that he thought courts of the United States should 
** lean’’ against taking jurisdiction. 
Justice said in his quiet and emphatic manner: 

“In that opinion [ do not concur. 
leanings ; the jurisdiction which the Constitution and the 
law confer the court is bound to take; the jurisdiction 
which these do not confer the court has no desire to take. 
The court expounds the Constitution neither liberally nor 
trictly, but to the best of its jadgment, rarriy.”’ 

Now, Mr. President, whether I am in error or 
not, in the views I have taken of the power of 
Congress to dispose of the public lands, | submit 
this to you: | am supported by the words of the 
instrument. [am supported by precedents with- 
out number in the legislation of this country. I 
am supported by the approval of men of the 


highest eminence and loftiest powers that ever || 
adorned the history of this country—Senators, | 


members of the House of Representatives, heads 
of Departments, and Presidents of the United 
States; and I claim that I am supported by the 
authority of the honorable Senator from Michigan. 
If l understand his speech, he puts the same limit- 
ation upon the a over the money, and none 
other, as upon the 

have shown by hie vote in 1847, upon the bill *‘to 


vide ome relief for the suffering people of || 


tiand ‘and Treland,’’ that he held that we had 
er to dispose of money from the Treasury to 
accomplish that object. 

Mr. WELLER. Will my friend from North 
Carolina allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLER. I find he is recorded in the 
negative on that bill; and I desire to know whether 
that negative vote was given on account of the 
tineonstitutionality of the bill— whether he thought 
it anconstitutional, and therefore voted against it? 

Mr. BADGER. I shall answer that with great 
cheerfulness, I never thought it n to in- 
vestigate that question at all; for I was satisfied 
that if we had the power, it was a most inexpe- 
dient exercise of it; and [ told my friend from 


Delaware [Mr. Ciavrow} that itwasso. He said 


he would satisfy me on the constitutional power. 
I said, ‘*Give yourself no trouble on that point, 
I think it very inexpedient.”’ 

I was about saying, sir, when I gave way for 
the question of the Senator from California, that 


The Chief || 


This court has no || 


power over the lands; and I || which , f ; 
| stitution supplies the same safeguard against abuse || 


| gress over the public lands, and with regard to 
| whether the words ‘‘to provide for the common 
| defense and general welfare of the United States,"’ 
| are to be considered in the character of a restric- 


tion of the power, or as merely guides to indicate | 
the purposes to which the revenue when raised | 


shall be applied, I have never yet seen the necessity 
| of making up a definite opinion. I took up this 
| subject in former remarks which I made, and | 
take it up now, assuming the President’s exposi- 
tion as the true one. 
| say that we are placed in a most extraordinary 
condition, if it be true that we have power to ap- 


| propriate money to alleviate the sufferings of the | 


starving inhabitants of foreign lands, and the in- 


| digent insane of foreign lands, and yet it is incom- | 


| petent for Congress to apply a dollar of money, or 
an acre of land, either to provide for the suffering 
| poor or the indigent insane of our own country ! 


| Why, sir, if such a doctrine as that were estab- | 
lished by authority, is it not evident that we | 


| should subject ourselves to the jeers and scoffs of 
| the whole civilized world? ‘* What,’? men would 
/say, ‘here were thirteen Colonies which were 
| separated from the mother country in consequence 


| of the oppression of their rulers; they fought 


|| through a bloody war to establish their independ- | 
| ence, and soon afterwards finding it necessary to | 
| establish a Constitution for the benefit of their | 


| own people within their own borders, they gave 
| unlimite 


selves!’ 


Will it be said that our forefathers were so be- 
neficent while establishing this Constitution for 


| they left the hands of the Government unfettered 
| to spend what it might choose for their benefit, 
| but tied them up with cords, prohibited any as- 
sistance they could afford with reference to any 


And, Mr. President, see how 
strangely this rule will operate. Here were cer- 


| demand their aid? 


|| tain unfortunate lrishmen who were starving for || 


want of bread athome. According to the views 
entertained by my friend from Michigan and Mr. 
| Calhoun, we ha 
| furnishing food for them in Ireland; and yet if 
‘| some kind friend had furnished them with the 
means of paying their passage to the United 


| States, and they had landed in Massachusetts, or | 


‘| New York, Congress would instantly have lost 
| all power to help, and must have stood by and 
seen them starve. The beauty of this system 
| would be to confine our liberality to foreigners, 
/and not only that, but to foreigners in foreign 
lands. While foreigners are abroad we may help 


| President? It cannot. 
| I think, therefore, Mr. President, the honorable 


|| Senator from Michigan must either now reverse | scabs. to andere thn canteaae oF 6 bint 
‘| and renounce the opinion under which he voted | ory oy iciay re 


| for that bill, or he must reverse the proposition 
which he lays down in his speech, that the Con- 


in this disposition of the public money as in the 
distribution of the lands. He must do the one or 
| the other, or admit that the power of the Govern- 
‘| ment under this bill is clear and unquestionable. 


to enter into the question again; but I think 
that when we hear of a latitudinarian construction 
of the Constitution, and when the Senator from 
Michigan acquaints the Senate with the econse- 
quences which would result from the exercise of 
the indefinite, unlimited, and arbitrary power of 


i} 
if 
} 
| 

| 


|| Congress over the public lands for which, he says, 
'| I contended, I have a right to ask him how he 
|| reconciles with his view of this bill the vote which 
| he gave on the bill for furnishing relief for the suf- 
|| ferers of Ireland and Scotland in February, 1847. 


|| Mr. CASS. I have had a full share in this de- 
bate, and - oe is ? hot — to make a 
l 8 ‘ will only say afew words. If 
is hobevabie Senator were 10 establiah my incon- 
sistency, that would not weigh anything in favor 
of this bill. He says that he agrees to the inter- 
polation of the words ‘‘ in order to,”’ as suggested 


But, Mr. President, 1 must | 


power, under the Constitution, to the | 
| Legislature to raise money by duties and taxes on || 
| their own people, and to apply it to all the for- | 

eigners in the world, but strictly prohibited them | 
| from using a dollar of it for the benefit of them- | 


a right to expend $500,000 in | 


them; but the moment they touch our own shores || 
'| our power to help is gone. Can this be so, Mr. || 


For myself, | have nodoubt of it. | do notintend || 





order to promote the general welfare.’ > 


‘* to promote the general welfare?” Why, 
provisions of the Constitution, else the powers of 
this Congress would become illimitable. That is 
as certain as any fact can be. If you have, 
right, under the pretense of promoting the general 
welfare, or under a claim to promote the general 
welfare, to make any appropriation you please 
without reference to constitutional purposes, you 
are srvegag, Smtr government wiabotet & Con- 
stitution. You must either exercise your power 
in conformity with the principles and purposes of 
_ the Constitution, or you are without any limita. 
tion. Therefore, Mr. President, when the Cop. 
stitution provides that taxes shall be levied to 
promote the general welfare, it is to promote the 
general welfare agreeably to the purposes and ob. 
jects of the Constitution. 

Now, with respect to this appropriation to 
which he alludes. I hold in my hand a similar 
law, a in 1812, and signed by Mr. Madison 
which was fully discussed, as the honorable Sen. 
ator knows, some few years ago, appropriating 
$50,000 for the relief of the distressed imbhabitants 
of Caraccas, whose property was destroyed } 
an earthquake. I[t was signed by James Madi. 
son. I need not say, when | mention his name, 
that I mention one of the best and most authori. 
tative expounders of our Constitution. I do not 
pretend to say, that, in a question of foreign inter. 
course, doubts might be raised upon that subject, 
They were raised in 1812; though Mr. Madison 
signed the law. They were raised then. The 
were raised five or six years. What we may 
do, as a question of foreign intercourse under the 
general provisions of the Constitution, | do not 
undertake to say. There may be great calamities 


ow, 
by the 


| befalling the poor people, that may almost re. 
| themselves, that their eye was still bent on for- | 
| eigners in foreign lands; and in respect to them | 


quire, or, at any rate, furnish strong motives 
for the application which they have made; but] 
repeat to the honorable Senator that he would 
gain by that step not one tittle. The main point 
which he relies upon—the power of this Govern. 


any | ment to make indefinite, unlimited appropriations, 
class of our own people whose sufferings might | 


under the motives assigned of promoting the gen- 


| eral welfare—would leave us without any limita- 


| tion. \ 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to day, that his argument reduces us to 
this predicament. The money must be appropri- 
ated for the general welfare, according to the plan 
laid down in the Constitution, except where it is 
| necessary for the starving Irish. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. SLIDELL. Under ordinary cireumstan- 
ces, | would probably have recorded a silent vote 


| to sustain the presidential veto of this bill, but 


certain joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Louisiana, render it necessary that I should give 
/a very brief explanation of the reasons of my 
voting in the negative on the question of its pas- 
| sage. 
The resolutions to which I refer are these: 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the State of Louisiana in General Assembly convened, 
That our Senators be instructed, and our Representatives 
requested, to bring in and seek, by all just and honorable 
genes to the State 
of Louisiana four townships of land for the education of 
the deaf ~ dumb, and three townships for the education 
of the blind. 

Resolved, That Louisiana, asking nothing for the unfor- 
| tunate within her own borders which she would not freely 
| accord to others, hereby instructs her Senators, and requests 

her Representatives, to support such just and equitable prop- 
ositions as may be offered, making similar grants to other 
States for such laudable purposes. 


In terms they do not apply to the bill now be- 
| fore the Senate; but I consider them as fully cov- 
_ ering its prince ple. It would be an unworthy eva- 
| sion to attempt to discriminate between grants for 
purposes so closely analogous; and, although | 
have doubts of its i and very de- 

| cided objections on the ground of expediency, 

| should, with the opinions | entertain of the right 
the Legislature to instruct, and of the correlative 
| duty of Senators to obey, have felt myself bound 
to sustain it by my vote, if it simply provided for 
grants of land to the States for the benevolent pur 
which it specifies. But the bill goes much 
‘further. It establishes not only minute details 
for the management of the asylums which it is I0- 
| tended to endow, and, by almost necessary impli- 
| cation, gives power to the General Government 
| to enforce a proper application of the fund to be 


derived from the sale of the lands » OF 
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the scrip representing the lands, but it express! 


requires annual returns of the amount of scrip sold, || 


names of purchasers, price, &c. 

This obligation of periodical accountability is 
at war with all the views | entertain of the proper 
relations that should exist between sovereign | 
States and the Federal Government; and | cannot | 
yote for any bill in which provisions so deruga- 
tory to the dignity of the States shall be retained. 
] feel confident that the Legislature of Louisiana | 
would repudiate any grant that sought to impose 
such an accountability. Should a bill be here- | 
after introduced free from objections of the char- 
acter [ have stated, and the instructions of the 
Legislature of Louisiana be not revoked, | shall, 
in despite of my individual convictions, feel my- 
self bound to vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
now is upon the passage, through the Senate, after | 
its reconsideration, of the act making a grant of 

ublic lands to the several States of the Union for 
the benefit of indigent insane persons. The ques- | 
tion is, ** Shall the bill pass?’’ and upon that 


question the Constitution orders the yeasand nays |, 


to be taken. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to state that my col- 
league (Mr. Fisu] has been detained in New York; | 
and, if he had been here, he would have voted for | 
the bill. 


paired off with the honorable Senator from Ver- | 


mont, [Mr. Foor,] he being in favor of the bill. | 
Mr. DIXON stated that his colleague, [Mr-. || 
Tuomrson,] if he had been present, would have || 


voted for the bill. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 21, 
nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Brown, Chase, 
Clayton, Cooper, Dixon, Fessenden, Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Rockwell, | 
Seward, Stuart, Sumner, and Wade—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Bayard, 
Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, | 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Slidell, Toucey, Weller, and Williams—26. 


So the bill was not passed. 
CORRECTION OF REPORT. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move that the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. [ desire tocorrect an error in the | 
report of the proceedings of yesterday, in which 
it is said: 

“Mr. Cray stated that he had agre@d to pair off with the 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Sruart,] who was in favor of | 
the bill.’? | 

The bill alluded to was to establish the line of | 
steam mail ships between San Franciseo and | 
Shanghai. 1 may have said the Senator from | 
Michigan. It may have been my own error, not 
the reporters. I desire to state, however, that I 


should have said, if I did not say, that it was the || 


Senator from []linois, whom I had paired off with, 
and who was in favor of the bill. 


PETITION. 


Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of the ex- 
ecutor of Daniel Randall, late deputy paymaster 
general of the Army, praying compensation for | 
the services of the testator in receiving and dis- | 
bursing the duties and assessments levied in the 
City of Mexico for the support of the Army during | 
the late war with that Republic; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 
Ordered, That leave be ted to withdraw th 
rial of Richard M. Johnsos. eT ge | 


REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Moren 
Moore, praying to be allowed an increase of pen- 
sion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

_Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, (0 whom was referred the memorial of Re- 
becca P. Stansbury and others, heirs of Thomas 
Peters, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
wes ordered to be printed. 


|| Senator from Arkansas. 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
|| place that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
| of the bill from the 





DONATIONS OF LAND IN ARKANSAS. 


On the motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the Senate, | 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to revive, for a limited time, an act 
in relation to donation of lands to certain persons 
in the State of Arkansas. 

lt proposes to direct that all claimants to dona- 
tions in the State, which have been adjudicated and 


allowed by the register and receiver, in the proper | 


land district, in virtue of the provisions of theeighth 


| section of theact of May 24, 1838, (to aid the State 


of Ohio in extending the Miami canal from Dayton 
to Lake Erie, and to granta quantity of land to said 
State to aid in the construction of canals author- 
ized by law, and for making donations of land to 
certain persons in Arkansas [erritory,) and which 


| have not been located and patent certificates issued, 


or which, having been located, were compelled to 
yield to other, prior rights, either in whole or in 
part, and not subsequently relocated within the 
period fixed by law, may be entered with the reg- 
ister of any one of the land offices in Arkansas, 
at any time within two years from the passage of 
the bill, in the same manner, and under the same 
| restrictions and conditions as existed prior to May 


|| 24, 1838, as continued in the act revived; but no 


such claim is to be located against which fraud 
has been, or may be, alleged, and to which all ob- 


|, jections shall not already have been removed to 
Mr. JOHNSON. Upon this question I have || 


the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third || 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 


UTAH MILITARY ROAD. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 desire to say to 
my friend from Arkansas, that if there is any 
great necessity for going into Executive session, 
I shall not object to it, but there are four or five 
small bills, which have come from the House of 
Representatives, and been referred to the Com- 


mittee on Territories, and reported back unani- || 


mously for the action of the Senate, and in which 
y 


|| the Territories are very much interested. The 


| Territories are very anxious to have them passed. 
| hope, therefore, the Senate will permit them to 
be acted upon. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I would suggest to the 


Senator from Tenrfessee, that those bills can be || 
|| more properly acted upon during the morning 


hour. I havetwo or three such bills in my charge, 
but I prefer bringing them up during the morning 
hour. I willsay further to the Senator, it is neces- 


| sary that we should go into Executive session on 


matters of importance. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have been desir- 
| ing for some days to get these bills up; but I have 
| no disposition to interfere with the motion of the 


| withdraw my motion. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. 
| tor from Arkansas will not object to the motion 
| of the Senator from Tennessee. 
| some consequence to him. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. 

I move in the first 


ouse of Representatives to 
provide for the construction of a military road 
| from Great Salt Lake City, in the Territory of 


|| Utah, to the eastern boundary of California. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 


It proposes to appropriate $25,000, to be ex- | 


nded under the direction of the Secretary of 


|| War, for the object designated. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 


third time, and passed. 


| OREGON MILITARY ROAD. 

| Onthemotionof Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
| to consider the bill from the House of Represent- 
| atives for the continuation of the military road 
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If itis necessary, there- || 
| fore, to go into Executive session, I am willing to | 


I hope the honorable Sena- | 


It is a matter of 





CIVIL OFFICERS IN NEW MEXICO. 


On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the payment of the civil officers em- 
ployed in the Territory of New Mexico, while 
under civil government. 

[t proposes to authorize the Secretary of War 
to pay to the civil officers employed in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, while it was under military 
government, the salaries due to them from Septem- 
ber 22, 1846, until March 3, 1851, according to the 
rate of compensation prescribed by the organic 
law promulgated by General Stephen W. Kearney 
for the government of the Territory, deduct 
therefrom such sums as have already been pai 
to them from the treasury of said Territory; but 
under the provisions of the bill no compensation 
is to be made to any officer of the Army of the 
United States for discharging the duties of any 
civil office in the Territory. 

It further proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of War to pay such agent as may be appointed 
to receive the same, on behalf of the Territory, 
$12,098 64, the amount advanced from the treas- 
ury of the Territory in part payment of the sal- 
aries of the civil officers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 

| third time, and passed. 


ROGUE RIVER WAR. 


On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill from the House of 
Representatives, to authorize the ee of 
War to settle and adjust the expenses of the 
| Rogue River Indian war. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
| settle on just and equitable principles all claims 

for services rendered ir that war, and for subsist- 
| ence, forage, and stores, as well as for other 
necessary and proper supplies for the prosecution 
of the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
| third time, and passed. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN UTAH. 


On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
| to consider the bill from the House of Represent- 
| atives, to refund to the Territory of Utah the 
expenses incurred by said Territory in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities. 

‘ie proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
ascertain and pay the amount incurred in the sup- 
pression of the hostilities during 1850 and 185}, 
provided it shall not exceed $20,940 65. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 


ROADS AND WELLS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have a territorial bill 
which I desire to have acted upon. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg that the Senator 
| from Illinois will not press it now. I have seve- 
| ral such bills under my charge, but | am now 
admonished that only about three quarters of an 
hour remain until the usual hour of adjournment 


|| to-day, and | therefore move that the Senate pro- 


ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

| Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope not. 

|| The motion was not agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate, as 
| in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
|| the bill from the House of Representatives, for 
|| the construction of certain military roads and 
|| wells in the Territory of New Mexico. 

| It apenppeiahes $20,000 for the construction and 
'| repair of the road from Taos to Santa Fé, and 
| $12,000 for the road from Santa Fé to Dona 
| Aa, any portion of which amount may be a 
Eo to the sinking of wells, if required by the 





necessities of the last named. 
|| The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| from Myrtle Creek to Scottsburgh, in Oregon. amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 


It propoges to appropriate the sum of $20,000 


| to be expended for the purpose under the direction | 


of the Secretary of War. 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


| third time, and passed. 
ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 





| 


The bill was reported to the Senate without || On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate, 


| as in Committee of the Whole, prscsetan to the 


consideration of the House bill making further 
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appropriations for continuing the construction of 
certain roads in the Territory of Minnesota, in 
accordance with the estimates made by the War 
Department. 

Lt proposes to appropriate for the continuation 
of the road from Point Douglas, on the Missis- 
sippi river, to the mouth of the St. Louis river, 
of Lake Superior, $20,000; for the continuation 
of the read trom Point Douglas to Fort Gaines, 
now Fort Ripley, $10,000; for the continuation of 
the road from the mouth of Swan river to the 
Winnebago agency, $5,009; for the continuation 
of the road from Wabashaw to Mendota, $15,000. 

A verbal amendment having been made, on the 
motion of Mr. DouaGias, tne vill was reported to 
the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read a third 
lime, and passed. 


ARMIJO, PEREA, AND COLLINS. 


On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the joint resolution authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Territory of New Mexico to pay to 
Juan C, Armijo, José L. Perea, and James L. 
Colling, the amount by them loaned to the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
under the joint resolution of that body, approved 
June 17, 1851. 

The payment of the amount, with interest, is to 
be made out of the unexpended fund appropriated 
by Congress for legislative expenses in the Terri- 
tory, and in accordance with the agreement made 
when the loan was negotiated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


SALE OF RESERVED LANDS. 


On the motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Senate, 
ag in Committee of the W hole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill to authorize the sale of reserved 
lands, and for other purposes, 

The original bill was introduced by Mr. Dove- 
Las, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affurs. 

The committee reported back the bill with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert the following, as a substitute: 


Chat in all cases where public lands have been, or may 
hecenthter be reverved or acquired for military purposes, and 
they shall be no louger required by the Government for 
public uses, the President of the United States shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to cause the same to be sold, in 
such manner and under such regulations as may best con- 
duce to the public interests ; and the net proceeds from the 
sales of such lands shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States, after deducting all actual and necessary ex- 
peneses attending or growing out of the sales of such lands. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That in all cases of 
sales of lands, feserved or acquired for military purposes, 
on which buildings or other improvements have been erected 
or made by the Government, the net proceeds of such sales 
shall be paid into the Treasury to the credit of the appropri- 
ation from which such buildings or improvements were 
erected or made. 

Sec, 3. and be it further enacted, That where improve- 
ments have been, or may be made on any such reserved 
tands by societies or individuals under authority from the 
Government, the President of the Uvited States be, and 


lve is hereby, authorized to sell to them such quantity of | 


land, not exceeding in quantity a quarter of one section, 
ag may be necessary to the objects for which such improve- 
ments were made, and forthe proper use and security of 
them, at a price at least equal to the actual cost to the Gov- 
erament of such lands, and notless than the minimum price 
of she public Jands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate; the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and was read a third 
time, and passed. 


ROBERT C. THOMPSON, 

On the motion of Mr. COOPER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill for the relief of Robert C, Thompson, only 
surviving child and legal representative of Wil- 
lm Thompson, deceased, formerly a brigadier 
general in the Army of the Revolutionary war. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Robert C. Thompson, onl 
surviving child and administrator, with the will 
annexed, of William Thompson, deceased, for- 
merly a brigadier general in the Army of the 

tevolutionary war,) seven years’ half pay, of an 


officer of the rank of a brigadier general in that | 


service, 

Mr. COOPER. 
striking out the words: ‘* his surviving child. 
‘There are other surviving children. 


| case I should like to hear it read. 


| without the authority of the committee. 
| know there was a report. 
papers extracted from the public records, whic 


| Pennsylvania a question. 


T move to amend the bill by 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill || 1781. 


was reported to the Senate as amended. 
Mr. NORRIs. If there is any report in the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
informed that there is no report. 
Mr. COOPER. There was a report accom- 
panying the bill. It was reported upen unani- | 
mously by the committee. 1 reported the bill in | 
the first place without the authority of the com- | 
mittee, by mistake, 1 then withdrew it, and the | 
report was subsequently made as the committee 
will recollect. I find that there were two bills | 
printed, one with interest provided for as it was 
first reported, and the other as it is now read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wiil the Sen- 
ator state what was the number of the first bill? 
Mr. COOPER. I cannot tell what the number | 
of the first bill was. The number of the present J 
bill is 333, 1 think. Ihave here a copy of. the 
report, 
The paper was read, from which it appears that | 
General Thompson was appointed a brigadier 
general in the Army of the Revolutionary war, 
from the State of Pennsylvania, in March, 1776. 
At the battle of ‘* Three Rivers,’’ on the 13th of | 
June, 1776, he was taken prisoner. He died on 
the 13th of September, 1731, not having been ex- | 
changed, but being on parole. Neither General | 
Thompson, during his life time, nor his children | 
after his death, have received the seven years’ half | 
pay he was entitled to by virtue of the resolution 
of Congress of August 24, 1730. The certificate 
of the Third Auditor, which is on file with the 
papers in the case, states that the records of the 
revolutionary war in that office atford no evidence 
that General Thompson went into the service, or | 
the date of his death, or that he was on parole 
and never exchanged; but they do afford evidence 
that he was in the service, and that funds were 
placed in his hands to pay the officers and soldiers 
under him subsequent to his return from captivity, | 
The affidavit of Mrs. Thompson, the widow of | 
the eldest son of General Thompson, proves that | 
he was in the service, and fought in several -bat- 
tles during the revolutionary war, and that he 
died September 3, 1781, a prisoner. Extracts are:| 
also furnished from the proceedings of Congress 
of that period going to show that he was recog- | 
nized as being in the service. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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| 
| 
j 
| 
' 
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The committee consider that the testimony es- || 


tablishes the facts that General Thompson was a | 
brigadier general; that he was taken a prisoner at 
the battle of Three Rivers on the 13th June, 1776; 
that he died a prisoner, on parole, on the 3d Sep- 
tember, 17831; that neither his widow norchildren 
have received the seven years’ half pay to which 


gress of August 24, 1780; that Robert C. Thomp- | 
son is his legal representative, and is thereby 
deemed to be entitled to the seven years’ half pay 
claimed by him as such legal representative, from 


‘hompson. 

Mr. COOPER. I shall not make a speech, but 
I desire to say that this dill was reported from the | 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims by myself. 
The way it happens that there is np report, | pre- | 


sume, is this: ‘The petition was at first, with the || 


accompanying papers, committed to me, and I 
made a report upon them. In presenting reports 
here on one occasion, | made one on this case | 
It ec- 
curred to me, before I left the Senate Chamber 
that day, that I had done so; and I asked permis- 
sion to withdraw it. The report was withdrawn. 
Permission was subsequently obtained from the | 


committee to report the bill; and, 1 presume, the || 


bill only was brought back and printed without the 
report. I know of no other reason why the re- 
port is not printed. I made the report myself. 1 
I have a great mOpE 





show who General Thompson was. Heis famil- 


| jar to history, and the person for whose relief the 
| bill is is his grandchild. 


Mr. CLAY. © I desire to ask the Senator from 


I may have misappre+ 
hended what was read by the Secretary, but I 
thought I discovered a very palpable conflict in 
the testimony as regards dates. As I understood 
the affidavit of the lady, which was read, it repre- 
sents that General Thompson was taken prisoner 
some time in 1776; and that he died a prisoner in 


The Chair is | 
| 
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|| all were printed together. 
the 3d September, 1781, the date of the death of || 
| General | 


| in this case. 


|| up to-morrow. . 
| jection day, and this can come up in the character 
| of a private bill. 


July 6, 


Then I heard it stated, as the Secretar 
read on, that there is record evidence on file J 
the Department, that he was appointed a disburs: 
ing agent in 1780. I want to reconcile this appar. 
ent conflict in the testimony. How happens it? 

Mr. COOPER. | wiil explain that in one mo. 
ment. General Thompson was taken prisoner at 
the Three Rivers, with his command. He was 
retained a prisoner from that time, in 1776, to the 
end of the war. He was on his parole in 1729 
when he was made a disbursing agent to pay hin 
own troops. Thatallappears in the State papers 
He was a prisoner, and he died a prisoner, by; 
he was appointed to pay over money to his own 
troops, as it appears from the Journals of Cop- 
gress. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
journ, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope not. I hope we 
shall act upon this bill first. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, on 
a division—ayes 12, noes 23. 

Mr. BRIGHT... I believe the report in this 
case has not been printed yet. 

Mr. NORRIS. There is no report at all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understood what the Secre. 
tary read was the report. Certainly, | heard 
some paper read other than the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that the right bill, by some means or 
other, has not been printed, and what has been 
read is a manuscript copy of the report. 

Mr. BRIGHIT. That report is very unsatis- 


I move that the Senate ad. 


factory to my mind. The bill itself, I believe, 


allows interest and goes back 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir, it does not allow in- 
terest. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would ask the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Evans,] 


| whether the general bill which he has reported to 


the Senate, does not cover this case? 

Mr. EVANS, There is a bill pending granting 
pay in the first instance to officers of the revolu- 
tionary army who, under several resolutions of 


| Congress, were entitled to receive it, although a 
| commutation of full pay for ¥ve years may have 


been received; and in case of the death of the 
officer, his widow and his children are provided 
for. 

Mr. COOPER. I will state that the general 
bill reported by the Senator from South Carolina 
does embrace this case; but theré is no probability 


| that that bill will pass at this session, and it is no 
| reason, it seems to me, why this bill should not 
| pass, 
| until to-day. 
| mentioned. 

they were entitled by virtue of the act of Con- || 


I did not know that there was not a report 

It arises, | presume, in the way | 
I made the report among a number 
of others, without authority. 1 recalled it the 
same day, and went back to the committee, and 


| at the next meeting obtained authority to make 


the report. I then made it, and I supposed that 
It seems it was fot 


printed. I hope that the Senator from Indiana 


| will not insist on postponing the action on the bill 
| until the report is. printed. 


Mr. BRIGHT. 1 do not insist upon the report 
I understand the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina to state that the bill which he 
has reported meets this class of cases. 

Mr. EVANS. I have proposed, for the last 
four or five weeks, to call up that bill, but have 
not succeeded in doing so. 1 propose to call 't 
I understand to-morrow is ob- 


I propose to call it up then. 
Mr. BRIGHT. i merely desire to state that 
I am opposed to the payment of all these ancient 
class of cases. 1 think all those which have avy 


| merit in them have been provided for in years 


that have passed; and, at this late period, those 
that are brought forward have, generally speak- 
ing, little merit. I see no reason for singling out 
this case and separating it from many others of 8 
similar character which are before the Senate. 


| the general bill which has been reported by the 


Senator from South Carolina can be passed into % 
law, well and good. I shall content myself with 
voting against it. In this particular case | shall 
only ask for the yeas and nays upon the engross- 
ment of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. BROWN. | think it mniony unfair 
to adopt such a suggestion as that made by the 
Senator from Indiana; that one man’s claim shall 
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On the forty-sixth amendment by Mr. Bainess; 
On the filty-first amendment, by Mr. Baru. + 


1854. 


be postponed and not acted upon, simply because | 
_ veneral billis pending, covering that and all other 
cases. ‘This petitioner comes here and asks to | 
have his case acted upon, and not to have it put 
‘ato a general bill among five hundred or a thou- 
sand, or it may be yn thousand others. He has 
had his case examined by itself; the committee | 
have reported in favor of it, and he is entitled to . ; 
have it acted upon by itself. . If his claim is right, || draw his call for a separate vote only by unani- 
he ought not to be required to run the hazard of || mous consent. Is there objection ? 
having a bill passed, not only covering his case, || _Mr. HAVEN. I am inclined to ask for a di- 
but five hundred or a thousand others. I have | vision of the question on the amendment, while 
heard the appeal several times made against par- fam happy that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ticular claims, because there was a general bill has withdrawn his objection. 
covering all such cases. I do not think it fair The SPEAKER. Being reported as one amend- 
towards the claimant, and I feel it just towards || Ment, It Is not divisible. aay W 
this person, whom I do not know, about whose Mr. HAVEN. I would suggest to the Chair, 
claim | know and care very little, to say that [ || that, under theterms of the rule, we can tke away 
think it is a very unfair way to treat a claim which from an amendment, provided we have an affirm- 
comes before the Senate. If this man had chosen || ative substantive proposition. hp 
to take his chance in a general bill, very well; but The SPEAKER. The amendment is not divi- 
having now presented his claim seperately, and sible. As the Chair understands, objection is 
had a favorable report upon it, and having his bill || made, and a separate vote accordingly will be had 
here taking precedence of the general bill, | think || on the proposition. 
he is entitled to the special action of the Senate, The question was then taken on all the amend- 
and to have his case stand on its own merits. ments upon which separate votes were not asked; 
On the question ordering the bill to be engrossed || and they were concurred in. 
for a third reading, the yeas and nays were taken Phe twenty-second amendment, on which a 
with the following result: — separate vote was demanded by Mr. Letcuer, 
J was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


ment was read, [ asked for a separate vote on it. 
1 now desire to withdraw that request. It is the 
amendment in reference to the assay office at New 
York city. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can with- 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Brodhead, 
Brown, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Evans, Fessenden, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Jones of lowa, Mallory, Pratt, Rock- | 
well, Sebastian, Stuart, Walker, and Weller—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bright, Clay, 
Dodge of lowa, Norris, Pettit, and Slidell—9. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is net | 
a quorum voting. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


For completing the custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$100,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
$65,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$40,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, $40,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000 ; 

For completing the 
$20,000 ; 

For compl: ting the custom -house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000 ; 

And for purchasing 2 site fora 
dence, Rhode Island, $24,000 


Mr. LETCHER. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 6, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. || 1), > 


Mr. THURSTON... I ask the unanimous con- TheSPEAKER. The previous question op- 
sent of the House to introduce the following reso- || erating, it is not divisible; for division is’ tanta- 
"ion! mount to amendment, which is expressly excluded 
Resolved, That there be ten thousand copies of Explana- || by the previous question under the rule, 
tions and Incidents in Texas, New Mexico, California, &e., Mr. McMULLIN. Then we are forced to 


connected with the Mexican Boundary Commission, by || yote on all these appropriations for custom-houses 
Jolin R. Bartlett, late United States Commissioner, pub- te 
en masse, as a whole: 


lished for the use of the House of Representatives. cllehaeh'al aati ; ; 
Mr, JONI atte hone? | The SPEAKER. So the Chair decides. Sep- 
wt Aaa PL ee a tee || arate votes cannot be had on each and every of the 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. | items. Under the operation of the previous ques- 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order |) “©"» the amendment must be voted on asa whole. 
is upon agreeing to the amendments to the civil || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 ask for the yeas 
and diplomatic bill, reported from the Committee and nays. 
of the Whole on the state of the Union yesterday. The yeas and nays were ordered, . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 suppose the || . The question was then taken; and it was de- 
usual course will be pursued, which is to read the | cided in the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 70; as fol- 
amendments through, and if any gentleman de- lows: 


sires a separate vote upon any one, he will desig- || YWEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Ball, Bennett, Benson, 
nate it. || Benton, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Cor- 


|| win, Cox, Cnllom, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Davis, De 
The SPEAK ER, That has been the usual | Witt, Dick, Disney, Eastman, Edmands, Everhart, Farley, 
course, and, if not objected to, the amendments || Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, 
will be read; and if any gentleman desires a sep- Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hill, Howe, Kidwell, La- 
arate vote u o of : B tham, Lindsley, Mace, Matteson, Middleswarth, Jobn G. 
hie-nl D eienit ~e ee he — rise in Miller, Morgan, Noble, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phillips, 
) place and signify It. ose amendments not || preston, Riddte, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, 
objected to will be voted upon en masse. Sage, Sapp, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, 
I'he Clerk then read all the amendments through, | Frederick P_ Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Ste- 
when s t _ || Vens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade 
lea bag ac renee were demanded on the fol Walbridge, Walley, Ellihn B. Washbarne, Israel Wash- 
owing amendments by the members indicated burn, John Wentworth, Yates, and Zollicoffer—72. 
below: NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, 
On the twenty-second and twenty-fourth amend- 
ments, by Str. Bvdiiiens y ter, Chamberlain, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Joba 
On the twenty-sixth d by M || G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Edmundson, Ellison, 
n y-sixth amendment, by Mr. Pres- || English, Pautkner, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Wiley P. 


-ustom-house at Bath, Maine, 


custom-house at Provi- 


Prayer | 


Is that amendment divisi- 


David J: Bailey, Barksdale, Bell, Bridges, Brooks, Carpen- 


TON; Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, 

On the twenty-ninth amendment Daniel ‘I’. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kit- 

Brivces: y wae by Mr. tredge, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, "McCulloch, MeMul- 
, 


lin, McQueen, Maxwell, Millson, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Olds, Orr, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Puryear, Ready, 
Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, 
Shower, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, George W. 
| Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
\ ‘Trout, Vail, Vansant, and Daniel B. Wrigtt—70. 


i So the amendment vas concurred in. 
} 


Mr. PRESTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 


On the thirtieth amendment, by Mr. Letchér, | 

On the thirty-first amendment, by Mr. Jowngs, | 
of Tennessee; 

On the thirty-third amendment, by Mr. Sew- 
ARD; 

On the thirty-eighth amendment, by Mr. Jones, 
of Tennessee; 


On the thirty-ninth amend ment, by Mr. Jones, 


=== 


of Tennessee; the amendment was adopted, and to lay that mo- 
On the forty-second amendment, by Mr. Sew- || tion upon the table. 

ARD; || Mr. LETCHER. Upon that motion I demand 
On the forty-fifth amendment, by Mr. Jones, of || the yeas and nays. 

Tennessee; : r. PRESTON. Well, 1 withdraw the motion. 
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Twenty-fourth amendment: 
To complete the marine hospital at Evansville in the 


Mr. BRIDGES. When the twenty-ninth amend- }} State of Indiana, $2,000, 


Tocomplete the marine hospital at San Francisco ; to in- 
close the site and drain the same, and for necessary outbuild 
ings, $44,000: Provided, That none of the moneys appro 
priated for any buildings mentioned in this act shall be used 
or applied for the purposes mentioned, until a valid title to 
the land for the site of such building, in each case, shall be 
vested in the United States, and until the State in which 
such building is to be completed shall, in due form, and ina 
manner that shall bind such State, release and surrender to 
the United States jurisdiction over the site of such building; 
and shall also duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax, or in any way assess the said site, 
or the property of the United States that may be thereon 
during the time the said United States shall be and remain 
the owner thereof; and that none of the moneys appro- 
priated for any building in this act, or heretofore appro- 
priated for the purposes mentioned, shall be used or applied 
for the purposes for which they are appropriated, anless 
the sum shall be sufficient in each case to complete the 
building in such cases, and fully and entirely accomplish 
the object for which the appropriation in this act is made ; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby prohibited from 
using Or applying any of the moneys aforesaid, in any one 
case, until he shall have made a contract, with such security 
as he shall approve, for the completion of the entire build- 
ing; and the work, in such case, at a sum not exceeding the 
sum appropriated and unexpended in such cases; and the 
said Secretary of the Treasury shall enter into no contract, 
either conditional or final, for the purposes mentioned in 
this act, which shall involve in any one case a sum beyond 
the sums appropriated and remaining unexpended tn such 
eases; and in ail cases where such unexpended appropria- 
tion shall be insuflicieat to complete the entire work, in 
such cases, or until the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
suspend all action in reference thereto, and shall report to 
Congress, on the first day of each session, the condition of 
the work in such cases, and sbali, at the same time, lay 
before Congress such plans and estimates as, in his judg- 
ment, shall be proper for the completion of the building 
and work in such cases. 


The question being on agreeing to the foregoing 
amendment, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, asked for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
the call, 

Mr. ORR said: There is a misapprehension, 
Mr. Speaker, with respect to the amendment 
which the House is veting on. By mistake, the 
two hospitals which the Clerk has reported as ap- 
propriations having been made for-—thoseat Evang- 
ville, in the State of Indiana, and San Francisco 
—were not included in the original amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mer, 
Preston,}| and they should not have been re- 
ported as part of the amendment on which we 
are now voting. They have come in in a subse- 
quent amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Tayror;] and, therefore, the question 
before the House is, or should be, on the proviso 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HAVEN. So I understood it; and I had 
my eye upon it carefully while we were in com- 
mittee, 

The SPEAKER. In justice to the Clerks, the 
Chair would like to inquire how the mistake grew 
u 


Pending 


Por. ORR. I think I can explain it. 

The SPEAKER, (after consultation with the 
Clerks.) ‘The Clerks report the amendment as one 
which on its face is to be voted on in the form in 
which it is now before the House. 

Mr. ORR, The amendment of the gentieman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Preston] was a portion of 
a printed amendment when he sent it wp; it was 
on the same page that contained the proviso, which 
was at the top of the page, with the appropriation 
for these two marine hospitals; but he marked 
with his pencil just below the end of the two ap- 
propriations for the hospital, the point at which 
his intention was that the amount should com- 
mence; and it was so regarded and treated in the 
committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it not too Jate to raise « 
question about the matter now, after having taken 
half the vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the House, or any member, would noi be unwill- 
ing to have an accidental mistake corrected. 

Mr. PRESTON. Dol understand the Chair 
as deciding that it is too late now to correct an 
misapprehension as to the character of the cane 
ment ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so decide. 
The Chair, however, does decide that, if insisted 
upon, the vote now being taken will have to be 
concluded. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I insist upon it 


We may 
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as well take the vote now on the whole matter, as } 


have to take separate votes on it. 
Severn] Mempers. 


that he himself understands correctly the pre- | 
cise condition of this matter. Is it true that the | 
two hospitals, for the appropriations for which 
the House has just been voting, are provided 
for in the general amendment in respect to such 
buildings? The Chair understands that these 
two hospitals are provided for in the thirty-first 
amendment to the bill. 


How will itbe then? — | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite sure |} 


If that be so, it follows | 





that the House is mistaken in being now engaged 
in voting upon appropriations for hospitals so 
provided for in another amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
that al! the amendments proposed or recommended 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, for ap- | 
propriations for marine hospitals, were offered by | 
myself as a single amendment, and were so voted 
upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. And whence comes the pro- 
viso contained in the amendment which has been | 
reported from the Clerk’s table? Where does it | 
come in? And to what does it belong? That 
proviso evidently belongs to the amendment with 
regard to the custom-houses. 


r. PRESTON. Evidently it does. If the | 


House will indulge me for a moment, I will en- | 


deavor to explain. The Committee of Ways and | 


Means reported a separate custom house bill. | 
After it had passed,and when we had the subject | 


of marine hospitals up, | offered an amendment in | 
the shape of the proviso that has been read by the 
Clerk, to apply to the custom-houses, and every 
other building included in the bill. It was offered 
by me immediately after disposing of the custom- | 
houses, and before disposing of the marine hos- | 


pitals; but it was designed as an independent | 


amendment, or proviso. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


ment for the custom-houses. 


Mr. PRESTON. Yes; and the other portion | 


of it belongs to other amendments. 


Mr. JONES. Then it is necessary to take that | 


vote over again. 


Mr. CUTTING. Does not the construction of | 
the proviso apply to the custom-houses as well as 


to the marine hospitals ? 
The SPEAKER. 
amendments for these buildings. 
Mr. JONES. 


it should apply to the marine hospitals as well as 


to the custom-houses; and it was adopted by the | 


committee as a whole amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the proviso in relation to marine hospitals, con- 
tained within the amendment that has been erro- 
neously read at the Clerk’s table, is a separate and 
distinct amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; it belongs to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky asa 
whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, the Chair understands, offered the proviso 
as a separate and distinct amendment. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


which the gentleman from Kentucky sent to the 
Chair? If it is, I think we had better go on with 
the call of the roll. 

Mr.PRESTON. The House will bear in mind 
that the custom-house amendment was adopted in 
the first place by a vote of 64 to 56, as my mem- 

serves me. 


a separate amendment, designed to apply to the 
custom -houses. 


The SPEAKER. The notes taken at thetime | 


by the Clerk show distinct! 
offered as a separate amendment coming in after 
the marine hospitals had been voted on, and 
another amendment added upon the motion of the 

tleman from California, [Mr. ae) 

here can be no doubt that it was a separate an 

distinct amendment, separated from the marine 
hospitals even by another amendment. The 


1 beg leave to say, | 


I understand that | 
a part of this amendment belongs to the amend- | 


Yes; but there were distinct 


But it has been offered so as that | 


fs the amendment in refer- | 
ence to marine hospitals a part of the amendment | 


os There was then an amendment || 
offered in reference to marine hospitals, and some | 
ten or twelve minutes after, I offered thie proviso as | 








Chair hopes it will be the unanimous consent of 
the House that the calling of the roll shall not 
proceed further, but that the vote may be taken 
upon the proviso as it was adopted by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


There was no objection; and the er was 
reported as a distinct amendment, and adopted by 
the House. 


Twenty-sixth amendment. | 

To complete the custom-house at Richmond, Virginia, 
$150,000: Provided, That none of the residue of the 
moneys appropriated for this building, in and by this act, or 
by any former act, and now remaining unexpended, shall be 
used or applied for the purposes mentioned in this act, by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, until a valid title to the land 
for the site of such building shall be vested in the United 
States, and until the State of Virginia shal}, in due form, 
and in a manner that shall bind said State, release and sur- 
render to the United States jurisdiction over the site of 
such building ; and shall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax, orin any way assess 
said site, or the property of the United States that may be 
thereon during the time that the said United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof: And provided further, That 
none of said moneys appropriated for said building by this 
act, or heretofore appropriated for the purposes mentioned, 
and now remaining onexpended. shall be used or applied 
for the purpose for which they are appropriated, unless the | 
same shall be sufficient to complete the building fully, and 
entirely accomplish the object for which the appropriation | 
in this actis made. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby prohibited from using or apolying any of the moneys | 


aforesaid, until be shall have made a contract with such | 


security as he shall approve for the completion of the en- 


moneys appropriated and unexpended. And the said Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shal enter into no contract, either 
conditional or final, fer the purpose mentioned in this act, 
which shall involve an expenditure beyond the sums appro- 
priated and remaining unexpended ; and should such unex- 
pended appropriations be insufficient to complete the entire 
work, the said Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend all 
action in reference thereto, and shall report to Congress on 
the first day of its session in December, 1854, the condition 
of the work, and shall, at the same time, lay before Con- 
grese such plans and estimates as, in his judgment, shall 
be proper for the completion of the building and work: | 
“ind provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to go on and | 
construct, or cause to be constructed, completed, and fin 


ished, the building mentioned and provided for, subject in |} 


all things to the 


herein. 

Mr CHAMBERLAIN. 
and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Appleton, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Ball, Benson, Benton, Bocock, Brooks, Bagg, 
Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Cor- 
win, Cox, Curtis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Disney, 
Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 


limitations and restrictions contained 


I demand the yeas 


| Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Aaron Har- 


jan, Harrison, Haven, Hill, Houston, Howe, George W. 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Latham, Lilly, Lind- 
ley, Lindsley, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Middleswarth, John 
G. Miller, Olds, Parker, Phillips, Prau, Preston, Reese, | 


Riddle, David Ritchie, Robbins, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Sew- || 


ard, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Upham, Wade, 
Walbridge, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- | 
burn, John Wentworth, and Yates—8&4. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Barks- 
dale, Belcher, Bridges, Chamberlain, Colquitt, Craige, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Ellison, English, 


Hillyer, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge , Kuox, Lamb, Letcher, 
McCulloch, McMullin, McQueen, Macy, Matteson, Mitl- 
son, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Packer, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Poweil, Puryear, Ready, Thomas 
Ritchey, Ruffin, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. ‘Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, 

Walsh, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—54. 


So the amendment was adopted. 
Previous to the announcement of the above vote, 


Mr. COBB said: Mr. Speaker, with the per- || 


| the State of California, and to inelose the site and drain 


mission of the House | would state that, although 
| voted against this proposition in the first instance, | 
I now give it my vote because it hangs on its own 


|| hook. 


Mr. CASKIE. I move to reconsider the vote | 


by which the amendment was adopted, and that |, 


that motion be laid upon the table. 
Mr. LILLY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was taken; and the latter motion 


For the purchase of the lots or parcels of land, with the 


| appurtenances and buildings thereon, belonging one thereof 


to the Bank of Commerce, and the other thereof te the 


| Bank of the State of New York, and particularly referred 


Twenty-ninth amendment: | 
| 
to and described in two contracts—one with each of said | 


| banks—for the leasing and right to purchase the same, bear- 


ing date the 19th of August, 1853, $530,000: Provided, That | 
before the said purchase is completed, the State of New | 
York shall cede to the United States jurisdiction over said 


| land and property,and shall, by law, exonerate the same, 
| and property of the United States thereon, from all taxes, | 
levies, and assessments thereon, while the same remains || 
| the property of the United States. 1| 


Mr. HAVEN. Under the 53d rule, which is | 
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| last proviso. 
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applicable to this case, I ask a division of the fal 
tion, first having a vote on all the amendments 
and then a vote on the 


down to the last proviso, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 do not think 
that can be done, and for two feasons; first, we ate 
now acting under the operation of the Previous 
question; and, secondly, if all the amendmeni, 
excepting the proviso be stricken out, there w;j 


_ not be left afterwards a substantive propositio, 


for us to vote on. 
The SPEAKER. There will be no ground fo 


the proviso to stand upon. 


Mr. JONES. None at all; and the call for, 
division is, of course, not in order. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair decides, 

Mr. HAVEN. As to the last suggestion maj, 


by the gentleman from Tennessee, the rule ig ey. 


plicit: 

** Any member may call for a division of a question, whic, 
shall be divided if it comprehend propositions in substanes 
so distinct, that one being taken away, a substantive prop. 
osition shall remain for the decision of the House.” 


I submit that nothing can be more plain thay 


| that the first part of this amendment isa substap. 
tire building and work, ata sum not exceeding the sum of || 


tive and distinct proposition, and that the residye 
may be voted in or out of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ney 
York seems to have forgotten that the previous 
question cuts off all amendments, and would no 


| allow that object to be attained by a division of 


the question any more than by an entirely new 
amendment. 
Mr. HAVEN. The language of the rule is: 
‘That any member may call for a division of a question 
if it comprehends propositions in substance so distinct, tha 


one being taken away, a substantive proposition shail re. 
main.’? 


The SPEAKER. The uniform practice has 


| been to vote upon each amendment as a whole, 
under the operation of the previous question. The 
| Chair does not know any variation from that 


practice. 


Mr. HAVEN. Do I understand the Chair as 


ruling that | cannot have a division? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair so rules. 
Mr. HAVEN, I think the decision is not in 


| strict accordance with the rule itself. But | do 
| not desire to make any point of oxder about it. 


Mr. MORRISON demanded the yeas and nays 


upon the amendment; but they were not ordered, 


The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Thirtieth amendment: 

To complete the custom-house at Waldoboro’, in the 
State of Maine, the sum of $13,000, which, in addition 
the sum heretotore appropriated, shall constitute the entire 
cost of the purchase of the site, erection, and completion 
of the building. 


The question was then taken; and the amen¢- 


_ ment was agreed to. 
Greenwood, Grow, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, || 


Thirty-first amendment: 

To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, in th 
State of Ohio, $25,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, in the Stale 
of Missouri, $10,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, in the State 


| Of INinois, $8,000 ; 


To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, in the 


|| State of Kentucky, $12,500 ; 


To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, in said 
State, $5,000 ; Mal 
To coniplete the marine hospital at San Franciseo, it 


the same, and for necessary out- buildings, $44,000. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays upon that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were notordered. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 


|| Asue were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers reported 


|| —ayes 77, noes 55. 
|| was agreed to. 
that the proviso was | 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Thirty-second amendment: 
For the construction of a marine hospital at Vicksburt, 


| in the State of Mississippi, $55,000. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the 
yeas and nays upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mesers. Lixty, and 
Wasusurn of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 83, noes 39. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Thirty-eighth amendment: 
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For pooks voted to the members of the Thirty-Third 
Congress by the joint resolution of 24th February, 1854, 
and the resolution of the House of the 26th June, 1854, 
@199,510 87. 


” Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas 


and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Thirty-ninth amendment: 


To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 

yrchase from the publishers, Lippincott, Grambo & Co., 
iwo hundred copies each of the second and third volumes 
of Schooleraft’s History, &c., of the Indian Tribes of the 
United States, to complete the new sets of the new metn- 
bers of the House of Representatives, at $3 50 per volume, 
$1,400: Provided, That the said volumes shal! be of the 
same style and quality as those heretofore furnished. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon the adoption 
of that amendment I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was then agreed to—ayes 84, 
noes 39. 

Forty-second amendment: 

For the completion of the bridge at the Little Falls, in 
the District of Columbia, $75,000: Provided, That no part | 
of this appropriation shall be expended except in fulfillment 
of a contract which the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
required to make for the completion of the said bridge for 
the amount hereby appropriated; and it shall be, and is 
hereby, declared to be the duty of the said Secretary to 
require of the contractor or contractors to give bond, with 
ainple security, to fulfill his contract. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 64, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Ball, 
Bell, Benson, Beaton, Bocock, Bridges, Bugg, Caskie, 
Chandler, Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, Cullom, Cutting, De 
Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, Edmundson, Everhart, Far- 
ley, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Aaron Harlan, Hartison, 
Hill, Kidwell, Latham, Lilly, McNair, Mace, Maxwell, 
May, Orr, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Reese, 
Riddle, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, Shannon, Shower, Ger 
rit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Upham, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walley, John Wentworth, and Yates—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, David J. Bailey, Barks- 
dale, Belcher, Bennett, Brooks, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dent, 
Dowdell, Eastman, Eddy, Ellison, English, Fenton, Flag- 
ler, Fuller, Giddings, Greenwood, Grow, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Howe, 
Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
Kittredge, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Mc 
Culloch, MeMullin, McQueen, Macy, Matteson, Middle- 
swarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Bishop 
Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, 
Shaw, George W. Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Vail, Walsh, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Daniel B. 
Wright—87. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Forty-fifth amendment: 


For the mileage and perdiem of William Carr Lane, 
for contesting the seat of Delegate from New Mexico, 
$2,868 80. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 65, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, Ball, 
Bennett, Benson, Benton, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamber 
lain, Chandler, Corwin, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dawson, 
lie Wiu, Dick, Edmands, Farley, Franklin, Greenwood, 
Aaron Harian, Harrison, Haven, Henn, Hill, Howe, Roland 
Jones, Knox, Latham, Lindley, McMullin, Mace, Macy, 
Matteson, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Norton, 
Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Gerrit Smith, 
Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, David Stuart, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Van- 
sant, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Went- 
worth, Yates, and Zollicoffer—65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, David J. Baile > 
Barksdale, Belcher, Bridges, Brooks, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dent Disney, 
Dowdell, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, Faulkner, 
Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Johnson, Daniel T, Jones, George W. Jones, Kittredge, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, ] cQueen, Millson, Mor- 
rison, Murray, Nichols, Nobile, Olds, Orr, John Perkins, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Samuel A. Smith, illiam 


I demand the yeas 


Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, John J. Taylot, Trout, Vail, Walbridge, Walley, 
Waish, and Daniel B. Wright—72. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Forty-sixth amendment: 


For continuing the aqueduct for bringing water into the 
city of Washington, agreeably to the plan adopted by the | 


THE CON 








President of the United States, according to the provisions 


1 
of the act of Congress, approved March 3, 1853, $500,000: | 


| Provided, That no portion of the foregoing amount shall 


be applied, unless the corporations of Georgetown and 
Washington shall appropriate and pay a sum equal to one 
fifth of the amount required to construct the work upon 
the dam, aqueduct, reservoirs, and other works necessary 
to bring the water to the city of Washington: Provided, 
That none of the money hereby appropriated shall be ex 

pended in the construction of said aqueduct unti) contracts 
shail be entered into by the President of the United States, 


| with good and responsible persons, with good and suffi- 


cient sureties, for such portions of the work to be executed, 
and materials to be furnished, as will, in his opinion, secure 
the faithful completion of the work upon the plan above 


| referred to, for the sum of $2,300,000, or less, and within 


two years from the date uf the contracts ; and it is hereby 
declared to be the true intent and meaning of the act of 
Congress under which the President adopted said plan for 
bringing Water into the city otf Washington, that the sole 
and exclusive use of the water to be brought by said aque 

duct is for the purposes of the Government establishments 
in said city to the extent they may require it, and the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, and the inhabitants there 

of, may, upon such terms and conditions, and under such 


| regulations as may hereafter be prescribed by act of Con 


gress, use the surplus water: Provided, That the whole 
expense of the additional pipes necessary for the distri- 


| bution of such surplus water through the said cities, shall 
| be borne exciusively by the corporations of said cities 


respectively: nd provided further, That twenty per cent. 
on the estimate of the work done on each contract shall be 


| retained till the completion of the contract. 


Mr. BRIDGES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays. were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 60, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Appleton, Ashe, Ball, 
Bell, Benson, Brooks, Chamberlain, Chandler, Corwin, 
Craige, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, 
Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, Farley, Faulkner, Flagler, 
Florence, Franklin, Goode, Harrison, Hastings, Howe, Ro 
land Jones, Kerr, Latham, Mace, May, Noble, Norton, 
Packer, John Perkins, Preston, Reese, Riddle, David 


Ritchie, Robbins, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Shower, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Hestor L. 


Stevens, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Upham, Vansant, Walbridge, Walley, John Wentworth, 


| and Westbrook—60. 


NAY S—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, David J. 
Bailey, Barksdale, Belcher, Bennett, Benton, Bocock, 
Bridges, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Thomas Davis, Dem, Bisney, Dowdell, 
Eastman, Ellison, English, Fenton, Fuller, Giddings, 
Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Hendricks, Hill 


| yer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel ‘Tl’. Jones, George 
| W. Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, 
| Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, McMaullin, McNair, Me 


Queen, Macy, Matteson, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Milison, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Olds, Mor 
decai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Powell, 
Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Thomas Ritchey, Rutlin, Sage, Sapp, 
Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Gerrit Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 


| Stratton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
| Vail, Wade, Walsh, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 


burn, and Zollicoffer—9L. 
So the amendment was disazreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER. | voted with the majority 
on the proposition allowing William Carr Lane 
mileage and per diem while he contested the seat 

| in this Hall of the Delegate from New Mexico; 
and { now move a reconsideration of the vote by 
| which that amendment was defeated. 

Mr. COBB. I moveto lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. SAPP. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay upon the tabie. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs Aiken, Appleton, David J. Bailey, 
Belcher, Bocock, Bridges, Brooks, Caskie, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cutting, John G. Davis, 
Dent, Dowdell, Eastman, Edmundson, Ellison, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hastings, Ulen 
dricks, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, Lamb, Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindsley, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, Maxwell, 
Milison, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Orr, 
| Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 
Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, John J. Tay- 
lor, Trout, Vail, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, and Daniel 
B. Wright—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ball, Bell, 
Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Clark, Corwin, Culiom, Thomas 
Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, Farley, 
Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Ha- 
ven, Henn, Hill, Howe, Kerr, Knox, Latham, Lindley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Middleswarth, Morgan, Nor- 
ton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Bishop Perkins, Preston, 
Puryear, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, 
| Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevews, Stratton, John L. 

Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, 

Vansant, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. Washburme, Israel 


Washburn, John Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—71. 


| 
| So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Fifty-first amendment: 


Insert the following proviso after the provision for the 
payment of the Auxiliary Guard of Washington : 

Provided, That the captain and members of the Auxiliary 
Guard shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, and shall be subject to such rules and regulations as 
may be prescribed by him. 


Mr. BALL. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 64, nays 78; as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Barkes- 
dale, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Bridges, Chamberlain, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Craige, John G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dowdell, Eastman, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Henn, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, Roland 
Jones, Kittredge, Lamb, Latham, Lindsiey, MeMullin, 
McNair, Macy, May, Noble, Olds, Urr, Packer, Phelps, 
Pratt, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, and Daniel B. 
Wright—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Ball, 
Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chandler, Corwin, Cox, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dent, De 
Witt, Dick, Eddy, Edmands, Bilison, Everhart, Parley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Grow, Aaron Hartan, 
Harrison, Haven, Hill, Howe, Dame! T. Jones, Kerr, Knox, 
Letcher, Lindley, McCulloch, McQueen, Mace, Matteson, 
Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, Murray, 
Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phillips, Powell, Preston, 
Puryear, Reafly, Reese, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, Fred 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, John L. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Traey, Upham, 
Wade, Walley, Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Johu Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—72 


So the amendment was disagreed to 


The amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union having 
now been disposed of, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en 
grossed, it was subsequently read the third time. 

The question now being, ** Shall the bill paes ?’” 

Mr. HOUSTON moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. WALSH demanded the yeasand nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 75, nays 82; as follows: 


Y EAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Wiltis Allen, Ap 
pleton, Belcher, Bell, Benson, Benton, Brooks, Bugg, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Chandier, Cox, Cutting, Thomas Davis, 
Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, Edmundson, 
Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, 
Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Marrison, 
Haven, Henn, Houston, Howe, Ingersoll, Johnson, Roland 
Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, May, 
John G. Miller, Millson, Packer, Phelps, Phillips, Prat, 
Preston, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Robbins, Sapp, Sey- 
mour, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Johu L. Taylor, Thurston, Wade, Waibridge, 
Walker, Walley, John Wentworth, and Westbrook—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Ben 
nett, Bocock, Bridges, Carpenter, Chamberlain, Church 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb. Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, 
Cullom, John G. Davis, Dent, Dewdell, Eastman, Eddy, 
Ellison, English, Fenton, Flagler, Grow, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W. Jones, Kitiredge, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, MeCul- 
loch, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, Mace, Macy, Matte 
son, Maxwell, Middieswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, 
Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Orr, Parker, Bishop Perkins, 
Jobn Perkins, Powell, Puryear, Ready, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sage, Seward, Shaw, William 
Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, David Stuart, Jotm J. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, 
Eliibu B. Washburne, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zolli- 
coffer—82. 


So the bill was rejected. 


Previous to the announcement of the above vote, 
Mr. ORR said: I intended to vote ** aye,’’ but 
I vote **no,’’ with a view to move a reconsider- 
ation, if the bill be rejected. 
As soon as the result was announced, 
Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was rejected. 
Mr. WALSH. I move to lay that motion upon 
the table. 
Mr. ORR. Iam still on the floor; ahd move 
that the House do now adjourn. 
| Mr. WALSH. ‘Upon that motion I cal! for 
the yeas and nuys. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. McNAIR demanded tellers; which were 


ordered; and Messrs. Mace and Cuvurcuwein 
were appointed. 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
/—ayes 95, noes 9. 
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So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
thereupon (at four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned tll 
to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, July 7, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXTENSION OF SLAVERY. 


Mr. een eens resolutions of the Le- 
gisiature of Rhode Island and Providence Planta- 
tions against the extension of the institution of 
slavery, and the further acquisition of foreign ter- 
ritory by the General Government; in favor of the 
right of trial by jury to all persons claimed under 
the fugitive slave law; and approving the course 
of the delegation from that State on the bill for the 
establishment of territorial governments in Ne- 
braska and Kansas; which were read, and ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


THOMAS W. DORR. 
Mr. ALLEN presented resolutions of the Le- 


gisiature of Rhode Island and Providence Planta- 
tions, accompanied by a copy of the opinion of 
the Supreme Court upon the act passed by the 
Legislature of said State June 25, 184g, reversing 
and annulling the judgment of the supreme court 
of Rhode Island, of treason against Thomas W. 
Dorr; which were read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of John Shaw, praying compensation for his 
services as interpreter in the trial of certain Win- 
nebago Indians charged with murder, at a special 
term of the United States circuit court at Prairie 
du Chien, in the Territory of Michigan, in 1828, 
sulmitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was endured to be printed. 


PATAPSCO RIVER. 
Mr. PRATT. I am instructed by the select 
committee, to whom were referred the memorial 


of the Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, and 
the petition of the Board of Trade of that city, ask- 


ing an appropriation by Congress for the improve- , 


ment of the navigation of the Patapsco river, to 
submit a report, accompanied ot a bill for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Patapsco river, 
and to render the port of Baltimore accessible to 
the war steamers of the United States. | ask that 
the bill may be read a first time, and that the re- 
port may be printed. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr.BRODHEAD. Asa member of the select 


Til 


committee, | beg to say that I have no objection || 


to the bill reported, but from some of the reason- 
ing contained in the report accompanying it, I dis- 
sent. 


ST. JOHN'S RIVER, FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolwed, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to the Senate what examinations or surveys 


have been made with reference to the improvement of the | 


bar of the St. Jobn’s river, Florida, under the appropria- 
tion made by Congress for this purpose on the 30th of 


August, 1852, together with the results of said examinations | 


or surveys; and whether any further appropriation be neces- 
sary to deepen the water on the said bar to meet the ordi- 


nary demands of navigation ; and what means are proposed | 
|; on the Calendar, would not be acted upon at all. 


to accomplish the same. 
CANAL IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to; 


communicate to the Senate the action of his Department, 


under the appropriation of 30th of August, 1852, for the || 
examination and survey of the route fora canal across the | 
peninsula of Fierida; and whether any further appropria- | 


tion be necessary to ascertain and determine a practicable 
route for said canal. 


A. EB. ROMAN. 


CONGBIGRIONAL GLOBE 


unanimous consent of the Senate to makea report | 


recommending the passage of the bill. 


The re-. 


port would have been made earlier, but it was im- | 


possible to do it for the last few days, because the 


morning hour has been occupied by other busi- | 


ness. 
of the bill. 


I also ask for the immediate consideration | 
It is aclaim made by A. B. Roman, | 


asking for the confirmation of his title to his plan- | 


tation which has been in the possession of his 


| ceased, formerly a brigadier 


predecessors since a period prior to the cession | 
of the Louisiana Territory to the United States. 


The confirmation was neglected, under certain acts 


of Congress, until they expired; and, in conse- | 


quence, some difficulty has arisen about it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 


It proposes to confirm A. B. Roman, of the | 
parish of St. James, Louisiana, in all the title | 


now held or possessed by the United States to 


two tracts of land therein described, containing | 


seven thousand four hundred and thirty-eight acres 
of land; but the act is to be construed only to vest 
in him title, held by the United States, and not in 


any way to impair the bona fide rights, acquired | 
by any other person under adverse grants, con- | 


cessions, or purchases, made prior to the passage 
of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


NEBRASKA AND WASHINGTON ROADS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, yesterday 
several territorial bills were passed, but, by acci- 
dent, one was omitted. 


fore ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to report now, and have considered, a bill making 
appropriations for the construction of certain 


It 1s a bill relating to | 


| Washington and Nebraska Territories. 1 there- | 


roads in the Territories of Nebraska and Wash- ' 


ington. If it leads to debate I will consent to let 
il go Over, 
The bill was read twice by unanimous consent, 


and considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to appropriate $85,000 for the construc- 


tion of three roads, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the title was 
amended by inserting the word ‘ military ”’ be- 
fore ** roads.”’ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WADE. 1 move to pass by the previous 


July 


- 

’ 
— 
— 


ROBERT C THOMPSON, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill 
upon the Private Calendar, in the order of busi. 
ness, is that on which the Senate was engaged at 
the adjournment yesterday—being the unfinished 
business of yesterday—the bill tor the relief o¢ 
tobert C. Thompson, only surviving child and 
legal representative of William Thompson, de. 

| general in the Arm 
of the revolutionary war. ‘The question at th, 
adjournment was upon ordering the bill to be en. 
grossed for a third reading; and, on that question 
the yeas and nays had been ordered, but wer 
not taken for want of a quorum. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 99 
nays 12; as follows: ' 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Brog. 
head, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Evans, Feasendey 
Fitzpatrick, Gillette, Hamlin, Johnson, Jones of Tennes’ 
see, Mallory, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rockwell, Smar 
Wade, and Walker—22. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Brown, Clay 
Dodge of lowa, Hunter, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Sjideij’ 
and Williams—12. 7 

The bill was read a third time and passed; ang 
the title was amended by striking out the words 
‘* only surviving child.”’ 


FRANCISCO LOPE URRIZA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was one for the 
relief of Francisco Lope Urriza. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall have to state my ob. 
jections to that bill. 

The bill was consequently passed over. 


BENEDICT J. HEARD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was one—re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims—for the 
relief of Benedict J. Heard. 

Mr. BAYARD objected, and the bill was passed 
over. 

CAPTAIN PHILIP F. VOORHEES. 

The next bill was one—reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs—for the relief of Captain 
Philip F. Voorhees, United States Navy. 

Mr. SLIDELL objected to its consideration, 
and it was passed over. 


OTWAY H. BERRYMAN. 

The next was a bill—reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs—for the relief of Otway 
H. Berryman. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to allow and pay Purser 
Berryman $2,160 02, being the amount of losses 


| sustained by him while commanding and acting as 


orders for the purpose of taking up Senaie bill | 
359, granting bounty land to Elizabeth Summers. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I desire to make the sugges- 


tion whether it would not be better, by general | 


consent, to suspend for this day so much of the 
rule as forbids debate on private bills. It seems 


to me it gives an unfair precedence to somie bills. | 


We had therefore better take up the Calendar in 


| its order. 
Mr. WADE. Let the bill which I propose be | 


| considered, then. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to taking 


up that bill if the method which 1! propose be | 


adopted. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I must object to the prop- | 


osition of the Senator from Virginia. 


_ method proposed by him were adopted, and the 
Calendar proceeded with regularly, bills that have | 
_ been debated five or six times before would again | 


be debated, and, as the session is now near its 
close, other bills possessing merit, but lower down 


Mr. PRATT. Let us take up the Calendar. 
Mr. HUNTER. Of course, my suggestion 
can only be adopted by unanimous consent. 


p | great many bills pass which would not do so if | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 0 || we had time to examine and debate them, and | 
sometimes others are opposed because there is no | 


I think | 


opportunity of hearing an explanation. 
it much fairer to allow debate on all the bills. 
Mr. CLAY. I suggest to the Senator from 


| Ohio that it appears to me that it would be much 


| more satisfactory, as well as more expeditious, 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I am instructed by the || to take up the Calendar in its regular order. 


Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill of the House of Represent- 


Mr. WADE. I will withdraw my motion. 
Mr.. CLAY. That is what I was going to pro- 


atives for the relief of A. B. Roman, to ask the |! pose. 


If the | 


purser of the United States schooner On-ka-hy-e. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


The next bill was one—reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations—for soning, be claim 
of the legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, 
deceased; which was objected to by Mr. Evans, 
and passed over. 


SUSAN COODY AND OTHERS. 


The next was the biil—reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs—for the relief of Susan 
Coody and others. ; 

Mr. CHASE objected to the consideration of 
the bill, and it was passed over. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Does the rule permit 
more than one objection to the same bill? This 
bill was objected to two months ago. Does the 
rule operate indefinitely as to it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: The Chair 
supposes thaton every Friday, when it is objection 


day, the objection to a bill can be renewed. 


| 
have watched the operation of this rule, and a || 


} 


| 
} 


Mr. CHASE said subsequently: Since object- 
| ing to the consideration of the bill { have read the 
report, and am satisfied that it is a meritorious 
case; I therefore withdraw my objection. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill 
oie Committee of the es és Cooly 

t proposes to 1,99: to Susan Coot 
and olnere, for eg destroyed near Fort Gib- 
son, by United States soldiers, on the 12h of 
| March, 1845, in the proportion and sums respect 
| ively due them, according to the report of * 
; Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, ° 
| June 24, 1850. 

The reading of the report was called for by Mr. 
| Pearce, and it was read as has heretofore been 

published. 4 
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Mr. PEARCE. Does the bill disclose that the || 


vale in the case is an Indian woman? 


tr, CHASE. Yea, sir, it does. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. CHASE. 1 do not say that the bill does; 
hot the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs told me that that is the case. 

Mr. PEARCE. d 
should appear in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not 
appear in the bill. Does the Senator move an 
amendment? 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator state to me 
to what tribe the claimants belong? 

Mr. CHASE. ‘I'he Cherokees. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then I move to amend the 
bill by inserting after the words ‘‘ Susan Coody 
and others,” the words, ‘* of the Cherokee tribe 
of Indians.” 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was read a 
third time and passed. 


ANN W. ANGUS. 
The bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus 


> was announced as the next upon the Calendar. 
It proposes to continue to Mrs. Angus, for five 


years from March 4, 1854, the pension heretofore 
granted to her, which expired on the 4th of March 
last, arfd also to extend to her the benefits of all 


laws which may hereafter be passed, making gen- || 


eral provision for widows or further continuing 
their half pay, and to give her all the benefits to 
which she would have been entitled if her hus- 
band, Samuel Angus, had died in the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. CASS. There is an expression contained 
in that bill about extending the benefit of laws 
which may hereafter be passed. It seems to me 
to be a new provision. Will the Secretary please 
to read it again? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

‘*And that he [the Secretary of the Interior} be also 
directed to extend to her the benefits of ail laws which may 
hereafter be passed, making general provisions for widows, 
or farther continuing their half pay, to which said benefits 


she would have been entitled had her husband, Samuel 
Angus, died in the service of the United States.’ 


Mr. CASS. 
ted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- || 


ator move to amend by striking it out? 
Mr. CASS. Certainly I do. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER called for the reading of the | 


report, and it was accordingly read. 

lt appears that the claimant is the widow of 
Captain Samuel Angus, formerly of the Navy of 
the United States; and she asks a pension on 
account of the services of her husband; whose 
death was occasioned from wounds received in 
the service, while fighting the battles of his coun- 
try. Captain Angus entered the service at the 


age of fifteen, in the year 1799, and remained in | 


the service until the latter part of Mr. Monroe’s 
administration, when he was dismissed, without 
a trial by court-martial, for writing a letter to the 
Secretary of the Navy which was not considered 
respectful. 
was eae under temporary insanity, of which 
President Monroe afterwards became satisfied, 
and recommended his successor, Mr. Adams, to 
reinstate him. He was not, however, reinstated, 
in consequence of his being subject to fits of 
insanity, but was allowed a pension, which con- 


tinued to his death, on the 29th May, 1840. | 


During the whole period that He was in service, 
up to the time of writing the letter, he sustained 


the character of a brave and meritorious officer. | 


He was wounded in four separate engagements 
with the enemy, and two of those wounds were 


upon the head. The evidence is satisfactory to | 
were occa- | 


the committee that his fits of insanit 
sioned by those wounds, and that t ey hastened 
his death. They were also the occasion of his 


being a severe sufferer, and of great affliction to | 
his family for many years. During this time he 


was also unable to make any provision for them, 


It is very important that it 


I think that had better be omit- || 


At the time of writing the letter, he | 


entitled to aid as though he had been killed while 
fighting the battles of his country. 

It has-been the custom of Congress, from time 
to time, to extend for a further term all the pen- 
sions granted by existing statutes for five years. 
This has been done so as to continue, from the 
date of the allowance of such pensions under gen- 
eral laws, all of them so granted, from year to 
year since 18]9—and the act of February 3, 1853, 
forms the single exception to this rule, in omitting 
to mention the widows and orphans of the naval 


|| service, while providing for a further five years’ 


pension to those of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed, 

AMOS AND JOHN E. KENDALL. 

The next was a bill—reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs—for the relief of Amos 
Kendall and John E. Kendall. 

Mr. EVANS. That bill will inevitably lead 
to discussion. I cannot vote for it unless | hear 
it debated. 

The bill was passed over. 

THOMAS C. NYE. 

The next was a bill—reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads—for the 
relief of Thomas C, Nye. 

It proposes to direct the Postmaster General to | 
have the accounts of Thomas C. Nye, late United 
States mail carrier and contractor, investigated, 
and to pay to him the amount of all losses which 
he may have actually sustained at the time, by 


| the action of the Postmaster General, under the 


law of March 3, 1845, repealing the previous law 
by which new contractors were required to take 
at valuation all horses, coaches, and so forth, of 
the old United States mail contractors. 

In 1839, Nye was extensively engaged, individ- 
ually, and in partnership with others, in carry- 
ing the United States mails between Utica, Ithaca, 
Binghamton, De Reuter, Cherry Valley, and 

| also between Albany and Salina, in the State of 

| New York. And,in 1842, he became the sole 
contractor on these lines, running upwards of two 

| hundred miles of daily mails, employing many hun- 

| dreds of horses, and many stage coaches, amount- 
ing, in value, to about $50,000. 

In this heavy investment, in the United States 
| service, Mr. Nye was perfectly safe, because the 
law required that, upon the reletting of the con- 
tracts, the new contractors should take, at valua- 
tion, all horses, coaches, &c., thereon, as a part 
of the contract. But, by the act of March 3, 
1845, this law was repealed, and the consequence 
was, that upon reletting the contracts during that 
year, upon which Mr. Nye was engaged, he was 
underbid, losing all his contracts, and having all 
| his horses, coaches, &c., thrown upon his hands 
unemployed, to his great injury and loss. 

It appears that the law of March 3, 1845, did 
not take effect until the first of July following, 
and it is‘ shown that the contracts were advertised 
for reletting, and were relet under the old law, 
with its provisions requiring the new contractors 
to purchase all stock, horses, coaches, &c., on 
the routes; but, notwithstanding this, Mr. Nye 
had all his left upon his hands, the new contract- 
ors failing to purchase any of them. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. From the work- | 
ing propensities exhibited this morning, the indi- 
| cations are that we are to have a long session to- 
|day. For that reason, and as the Senator from 
North Carolina is in the chair, and therefore pre- 
| cluded from making the motion which | know he 
| would make, if he were on the floor, [ move, in 
his name, that, when the Senate adjourns to-day, 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


| The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL W. BRADY. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of 


|| the Whole, to consider the bill from the House 


and in con8equence left a widow and six children || of Representatives for the relief of Samuel W. 
in destitute circumstances. 


The committee consider the case embraced 
within the spirit and principle of the pension laws, 
and that the widow and children are as much 


|| Brady. 





It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
| Interior to place his name on the roll of invalid 
| pensioners, and pav him four dollars per month 
' during his natural life, from the Ist January, 1850. | 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CROWN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bili for the relief 
of Thomas Crown, which proposes to direct the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury to ascertain the 
damages sustained by Thomas Crown, by reason 
of the refusal of the War Department to execute 
a contract entered into by him with Captain 
George Blaney, on the part of the Government, 
on the 16th of March, 1826, and to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the damages 
thus ascertained, to an amount not exceeding 
$6,000. 

Mr. BRIGHT objected to the consideration of 
the bill; but he afterwards said: I objected to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Thomas 
Crown; but the Senator who reported it has ex- 
plained its object to me, and understanding it now, 
I withdraw my objection. 

The till was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


OBED HUSSEY’S PATENT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was one+reported 
from the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office—for the relief of Obed Hussey. 

It proposes to renew and extend for the term of 
seven years the letters patent granted to Obed 











+ Hussey, December 31, 1833, for **a new and use- 


ful improvement, being a machine for reaping or 
cutting all kinds of small grain and grasses.’’ — 

On the 3lst of December, 1833, the petitioner 
obtained letters patent for a ** new and useful im- 
provement, being a machine for reaping and cut- 
ting all kinds of grain.”” This patent expired 
December 31, 1847. On the 20th day of Decem- 
ber, 1847, he applied to the board of extension for 
a renewal and extension of his patent under the 
act of July 4, 1836. The board had established 
a rule, under the opinion of the Attorney General, 
that all such applications should be made at least 
sixty days before the expiration of the patent, in 
order that the notice required by the act might be 
given. His application was made but eleven days 
before the expiration of his patent, aad, conse- 
quently, he could not give the notice; and the 
board refused to act on his application. Me, 
Hussey alleges his entire ignorance of this rule, 
and of the decision or opinion of the Attorney 
General above stated, as his excuse for not apply- 
ing in due season tothe board, The act does not, 
in terms, require such notice; and the committee 
doubt not that the petitioner may have been mis- 
led by the phraseology of the statute; and they 
regard it asa satisfactory excuse for his omission. 
In this case, it is the more satisfactory, as the 
committee do not entertain the least doubt that 
Mr. Hussey would have obtained an extension of 
his patent, if he had applied in time to give the 
notice. 

The petitioner’s invention is of great value and 
public utility. Without any fault of his own, 
the patentee has not received adequate reward for 
his invention. Indeed, it appears he is quite a 
poor man, and has devoted several years to his 
invention, and that it has but recently attracted 
any extensive public attention. A contest was 
recently made before the Patent Office as to his 
being the true inventor of the machine, but it was 
decided in his favor, to the full extent that Mr, 
Hussey claimed. 

Mr. NORRIS objected to the consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. PEARCE afterwards said: the Senator 
from New Hampshire, a short time since, ob- 
jected to the consideration of the bili for the re- 
lief of Obed Hussey. I understand him now to 
be willing to withdraw his objection to the con- 
sideration of that bill. I ask, therefore, that it 
my be taken up for action by the Senate. 

There being no further objection, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It wag reported to he Senate with- 
out amendment, and Son the question of ordering 
it to be engrossed and read a third time, Mr. 
Norris called for the yeas and nays; and they 
were ordered. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to state, if it be 


in order, that Hussey had a patent for fourteen 
years, which was a very valuable one. 


He made 
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an application to the Patent Office for an exten- 
sion of it, under the law, for seven years more; 
but not being aware of the rale of the Departinent 
which required sixty days’ notice, although he 
made the application before the expiration of the 
patent, he did not make it in season to give the 
sixty days’ notice, and was therefore deprived of 
the right which he would haye had under the law. 
The report of the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office is unanimously in favor of the bill. 
It is a very strong case, and one about which the 
committee have no doubt at all. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, resulted—yeas 20, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brodhend, Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wis- 
eonsin, Evans, Fessenden, Geyer, Gilleue, Hamlin, Jones 
of Lowa, Mallory, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rockwell, Stuart, 
Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—2U0 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Butler, Clay, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of 
Tennessee, Norris, Rusk, Slidell, and Williams—14. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was then read a third time, and 
passed, 


° 
ISAAC L. BATTLE. 


The bill—reported from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads—for the relief of the 


estate of Isaac L. Battle was read a second time, | 


and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to release the estate of Isaac L. Bat- 
tle, deceased, late of the county of Jackson, Flor- 
ida, from any liability under a judgment heretofore 
obtained by the Post Office Department against 
him as guarantor on behalf of Charles Matthews 
and William King, late of that county and State, 
as bidders fora contract to carry the United States 
mail, three times a week each way, between Bain- 
bridge, Georgia, and Pensacola, in the State (then 
Territory) of Florida, in the year 1842. 

it was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


CARRYING THE MAILS. 


Mr. RUSK. There is a joint resolution which 
has been passed over by the Chair, which it seems 
to me is clearly a private one, though from its title 
it would not seem to be so. I refer to the joint 
resolution from the House of Representatives 
‘explanatory of the second section of a resolu- 
tion to establish certain post routes, approved 
July 12, 1852.” Its object is to pay for the trans- 
portation of the mails over a certain route. The 
original resolution was intended to authorize the 
sayment, but the Postmaster General decided that 
it did not for a particular time, and this resolution 
is to overcome that difficulty. It is clearly a 
private bill. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ oes it relate 
to particular contractors on a particular route? 

Mr. RUSK. It does. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only dif- 


ference then is, that the names are not men- | ; ; 
|| their widows, and if the widows be uead, to the | 


tioned, 

Mr. RUSK. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then that res- 
olution is now before the Senate, as in Committee | 
of the Whole. 

It proposes to construe the second section of the | 
joint resolution mentioned so as to authorize the 

‘ostmaster General to pay a reasonable compen- | 
sation to the persons carrying the mail from Valo- | 
nia Springs, by the way of Nineveh and Coven- 
try, to Oxford, and from Oxford, by the way of | 
Coventryville, to South Bainbridge, in the 
of New York, from the time the mail was directed | 
to be carried on those routes up to the time the 
first contracts went into operation thereon, exclu- 


sive of what has been paid under the resolution, || 
and at the same rate. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 


without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


URI EMMONS’S PATENT. 


The bill—reported from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office—for the relief of the | 
heirs of the late Uri Emmore, was read a second | 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. - - 

It proposes to revive and extend to December 
27, 1856, the letters patent granted for the term 
of fourteen years, to the late Uri Emmons, a citi- | 
zen of the United States, dated April 25, 1829, for | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


tate || 
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planing floor plank, and grooving, tonguing, and 
straightening the same, planing boards, straight- 
ening and planing square timber, &c., by machin- 
ery, at one operation, called the cylindrical plan- 
ing machine, and which patent expired on the 
25th of April, 1843, or such portion thereof as 
may be designated in a new specification by the 
executor of Uri Emmons; but any persons now 
engaged in the manufacture of this invention are 
to be allowed, freely and without charge, to con- 
tinue to manufacture and vend the same to any 
persons who may be legally authorized to use the 
same under this extension. 

Mr. NORRIS objected to the consideration of 
the bill, but subsequently said: At the request of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] who re- 
ported the bill for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Uri Emmons, | withdraw my objection to its con- 
sideration. AJl I ask of the Senate is to give me 
the yeas and nays upon it. | think it involves an 
important’ principle. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WALKER. From the reading of this bill 
I understand that this patent expired in 1843. 
That was eleven years ago; and it is now pro- 
posed to renew it, although it has lapsed for that 
length of time. I wish simply to get an under- 
standing of whether I am correct or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That portion 
of the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

‘‘And which said patent expired on the 25th day of April, 
A. D., 1843." 

Mr. EVANS. 
vote in favor of this bill, because the effect of ex- 
tending this patent will be to bring it into com- 
petition with Woodworth’s patent, and the bill is 
so framed that both are to expire at the same time. 
Therefore, instead of granting a monopoly, this 
is creating a competition with a monopoly which 
now exists. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and upon the question of ordering it 


to be engrossed for a third reading, the yeas and | 


nays were taken, with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs, Bright, Brodhead, Chase, Cooper, Ev- | 
ans, Fessenden, Gillette, Hamlin, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, | 
Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rockwell, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, | 


and Walker—18. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Badger, Bayard, Butler, | 


Clay, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Norris, Rusk, Slidell, 
Toucey, Weller, and Williams—15. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and it was read’a third time, and 


| passed, 


ROBERT WHITE AND OTHERS. 


payment of invalid pensions in certain cases. 


It requires the Secretary of the Interior to pay | 


to various invalid pensioners, officers of the Army 
of the Revolution, named in the bill, or if dead, to 


children, the amount of their several invalid pen- 


sions, which was deducted or withheld from the | 


officers under the provisions of the act entitled 
‘* An act for the relief of certain surviving officers 
and soldiers of the Revolution,”’ 
15, 1828. The persons named and the amounts 
are as follows: To Lieutenant Robert White, the 
amount of his invalid pension from March 3, 1826, 


to February 9, 1831; to Captain John Crute the | 
amount of his invalid pension from March 3, | 
1826, to May 31, 1830; to surgeon’s mate, Mor- | 
decai Hale, from March 3, 1826, to December | 
| 9, 1832; to Lieutenant William Wallace, from | 


| March 3, 1826, to December 31, 1836; to Lieu- 
tenant Philip Stuart, from March 3, 1826, to Au- 


| March 3, 1826, to October 22, 1831; to Ensign 
| Clement Sewell, from March 3, 1826, to January 
7, 1826; to Lieutenant James Glentworth, from 
| March 3, 1826, to May 31], 1830. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is there a report in that case? 
| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Yes, sir. The bill 


| passed the Senate two or three times, and I think 
| the Senator from Indiana himself voted for it. 


The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears, that by the first section of the act of 
ay 15, 1828, each surviving officer of the Con- 
tinental line of the Army of the Revolution was to 
receive a pension, ‘‘to begin on the 3d day of 
March, 1826, and to continue during his natural 


approved May | 


gust 14, 1830; to General William Barton, from | 
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|| a new and useful improvement in the mode of | life.” The second section provides, 


J uly 7, 


** that when. 


| ever any of said officers has received mone 


| 


| 


the United States, as a pensioner, since the x 
day of March, 1826, aforesaid, the sum 80 receive 
shall be deducted from what said officer woyjj 


| otherwise be entitled to under the first Section of 

| this act; and every pension to which said office 

| is now entitled shall cease after the passage of \}\, 
act.”” 


| 1828, several officers of the Continental line had 
| in consequence of the wounds they had recejye4 


Previous to the passage of the act of May }; 


’ 
’ 


| in battle, been placed on the pension. roll as invalid 
| pensioners; and having availed themselves of th. 
| provisions of that act, their pensions, as invalids 
_were deducted or withheld from the 34 day of 





| March, 1826. 


On the 3lst of May, 1831, an act was passe 


| to amend that of the 15th of May, 1828, whic 
| provides that the latter ** shall not 


' t construed to 
embrace invalid pensions, and that the pension of 


| invalid soldiers shall not be deducted from th. 


amount receivable by them under the said act,” 
Since the passage of the amendatory act of 


| May 31, 1831, petitions have been presented tg 


Congress from widows and heirs of officers whoge 
invalid pensions had been deducted and withheld 


_ under the operation of the act of the 15th of May, 
| 1828, praying for the payment to them of the 
‘| amount so deducted or withheld; and on the Ih 
| of June, 1836, two acts were approved giving the 
'| relief asked; one for the relief of the widow of 
| Samuel Gibbs, and one for the relief of the heir 
| of Richard Anderson. 


I beg leave to say that I shall || 


Another similar act, for 
the relief of the heirs of Moses White, was a 
proved July 26, 1848, and another on the 8th of 


| January, 1849, for the relief of the heirs of Wij. 


liam Evans. 

From the legislation in the cases alluded to, it 
would appear that the Commissioner of Pensions 
did not place the construction upon the act of 


| May 31, 1831, that was intended, or that the terms 


of the act were so carelessly drawn that they war. 
ranted a construction not intended, and the effects 
of which it required subsequent legislation to cor- 
rect. If it were intended by that act that the 
sums which had been deducted and withheld from 
invalid pensioners, in consequence of their receiy- 
ing the benefit of the act of May 15, 1828, should 
be restored to them by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, the act was not, perhaps, sufficiently plain 


| and explicit, for he has construed the act to have 
'| simply a prospective operation; and hence the 


subsequent legislation in the individual cases 


|| above mentioned. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


|| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to consider the bill to authorize the | 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. MASON. I suggest that the title of the 
bill should be amended so as to conform to its real 
provisidns. It should read, ‘‘a bill to pay invalid 
pensions to the heirs of Lieutenant Robert White 
and others. F 

The amendment was agreed to, and the title, as 
amended, was adopted. 


WILLIAM DARBY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of William Darby. j 

It proposes to pay him $1,500 in full compenst- 
tion for his labor and materials furnished in sur- 
veying and making a map of the Territory of 
Louisiana, in the years 1812 and 1813. 

Mr. Darby was the first to furnish an accurate 
map of that portion of the territory of the United 
States lying west of the Mississippi, and border- 
ing on the line between the United States and 
Spain, as fixed by the treaty ceding Louisiana 
the United States. The materials for a map thus 

rocured by Mr. Darby were those used by 
Melish, in his map published in 1816; but Darby 
was never remunerated for his services by Melis . 
Darby’s contributions to our then scanty stock 0 
knowledge, as to the geography of the counlty 
referred to, were of great value to the Govert 
ment of the United States, and the Government 
has availed itself of his unpaid labors. . 

Mr. STUART objected to its consideration, 
but subsequently withdrew the objection, when it 
was renewed by Mr. Hunter. 

Mr. HUNTER subsequently said: 1 will 
delay the vote upon the Darby case by my sinsi* 
objection. 1 will content myself with voting 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


inst i, but the Senate may decide as a major- | 


it 


JOSEPH NOCK. 
The bill for the relief of Joseph Nock was an- 


“Noamendment being proposed, the bill was re- |, nounced as the next in order. 


rted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed*for a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 
SEYMORE AND BOYNTON. 


The bill reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, for the relief of Calvin B. Seymore 
and Willard Boynton, surviving partner of the 
frm of W. & H. Boynton, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to take proof of the amount and value 
of goods, wares, and merchandise, destroyed by 
the Creek Indians, May 15, 1836, in the town of 
2oanoke, Georgia, stored in _the warehouse of 
Henry Jernighan, and belonging to the firm of 
Stafford, Seymore & Co.,and W.& H. Boynton, 
and cause their value to be paid to Calvin Seymore 
and W. & H. Boynton, according to their re- 
spective interests. It appropriates $9,180 23 for 
vavment of the amount, 

On the 15th of May, 1836, Calvin B. Seymore 
and his partners had merchandise of the value of 
$5,980 stored in the warehouse of Henry W. Jer- 
nighan & Co., in the town of Roanoke, Stewart 
county, Georgia. The warehouse was taken pos- 
session of and occupied by certain troops in the 
service of the United States, and whilst in pos- 
session of the troops, they were attacked and 
defeated by the hostile Creek Indians, the ware- 


house burnt, and the goods taken or destroyed by | 


the Indians. William Boynton, surviving co- 

artner of W. & H. Boynton, also, together with 
bis partner, had goods, wares, and merchandise, 
of the value of $3,201 23, stowed in the same 
warehouse, which at the same time were taken or 
destroyed by the Creek Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest that a verbal amendment is necessary 
in the title. It appears from the reading of the 
report, that Calvin B. Seymore is the person who 
is entitled, andalso that William Boynton is enti- 
tled as surviving partner of the firm of W.& 
H. Boynton. The title should therefore be amend- 
ed by inserting the words ‘‘ and of,”’ immediately 
before ‘* William H. Boynton.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, and the title, as 
amended, was agreed to. 


WILLIAM VAN WART. 
The bill reported from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, for the relief of the heirs-at-law of William | 


Van Wart, deceased, was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to pay to parties mentioned in the title a sum 
equal to forty dollars per annum, from March 4, 
1831, to the date of the death of Van Wart. 

William Van. Wart, deceased, enlisted and 
served during the entire war of the Revolution. 
Among other important services rendered by him 
was the giving such information to Paulding, Wil- 
liams, and Isaac Van Wart, his brother, as led to 
the arrest of Major André by them. He was for 
twelve months imprisoned in loathsome British 
prison ships, and bee his release i the 
anr. and at the close of the war was honorably 
discharged. In 1834, he made application to the 
proper Department for a pension, claiming a ser- 
vice sufficient to entitle him to ninety-six dollars 
per annum. Owing to some deficiency in the 


It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Joseph Nock $7,473 74; and to di- 
rect the Commissioner of Patents to renew and 


'| extend for fourteen years from the date of the 


passage of the bill, the patent obtained by Nock, 
and dated July 16, 1839, for a padlock, known as 
** Nock’s loek.’’ 

Mr. WALKER. That seems to bea kind of 
combined case. I have never heard of it before. 
I prefer that it should lie over, for | wish to tarn 
my attention to it. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. If there be any objection 


| to the second section, the proposition for the ex- 


proofs presented with the application, the Com- | 


missioner of Pensions decided that he was entitled 
to but thirty dollars per annum, and accordingly 
placed his name on the pension roll at that rate, 
to date from the 3d of March, 1831. For some 
reason, not fully explained, hé never received the 
bounty land to which he wasentitled. The prayer 
of the petitioners, his heirs-at-law, now is, that a 
special act of Congress may be passed, giving to 
them the difference between thirty dollars per an- 
num, the amount received by the deceased, and 
ninety-six dollars per annum, the amount to which 
they claim he was entitled; also, that they may 


be granted the bounty land to which he was enti- 


tled, and for which they allege he applied. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


tension of the patent, it can be stricken out by 
unanimous consent. This poor man ought to 
have his money. The committee at the last ses- 
sion reported in favor of allowing him $20,000. 
We now report only for a little over $7,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin withdraw his objecuon? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Then I move to strike 
out the second section, which is the only one ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say that it was 
my understanding, as one of the members of the 
committee who reported this bill, that we were 
not to report on the question of extending the 

| patent, but to refer that question to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, as it was 
a matter with which we had nothing to do. 

Mr. RUSK. I will not trespass on the rule of 
the Senate, but I will state the fact in this case. 
Mr. Nock made a contract with the Post Office 
Department in reference to a lock which he in- 
vented; the Department took an assignment of 

| his patent and kept it from him, and did not re- 
| assign it. That is the reason why the second 
section of the bill is necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. | hope the bill will go over. 
lt is leading to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
passed over. 


It will be 


HENRY KING. 


The bill—reported from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims—for the relief of the represent- 
ative of Henry King, deceased, was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay $1,817 36 to the legal representative 

| for the services of King im the third Maryland 
regiment, and in the commissary department, 
during the revolutionary war. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


NANCY BOWEN AND SARAH LARABEE. 

The bill—reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions—for the relief of Nancy Bowen and Sarah 
Larabee, was read a second time, and considered 
| as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
| rior to place the name of Nancy Bowen, formerly 

the widow of Robert Brice, upon the roli of pen- 
| sioners, and pay her ninety-six dollars per an- 
| num, from July 4, 1850, during her natural life; 
| and also to place the name of Sarah Larabee, 
| formerly widow of Barstow Newell, upon the 


uing during fier natural life. 

Nancy Bowen’s first husband, Robert Brice, 
was a seaman on board of the frigate Constitu- 
tion, and was killed in the action with the English 
frigate Guerriere. As his widow, she received 
for ten years a pension of seventy-two dollars per 
annum, when she became the wife of Aaron 
| Bowen, and her pension ceased by law. Bowen 
died in 1848, leaving her in a destitute and help- 
less situation, aged, infirm, and childless; and she 
therefore prays for a renewal of the pension al- 
lowed to her previous to her second marriage. 
The committee entertain the opinion that it is just 
and proper, in cases like this, where the dle 
has been left in a destitute and helpless condition, 
to renew the pension. 

The case of Sarah Larabee, former widow 
of Barstow Newell, presents the same genera! 
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| state of facts, with the exception that neither the 


petitioner, nor her husband, ever drew a pension. 
On application to the Pension Bureau she was in- 
formed that her case was barred by her seeond 
marriage, notwithstanding she was a widow at 
the time of her application. The committee con- 
sider both of these cases as meritorious, and as 
they are deprived of the henefits of existing laws 
only by a too stringent construction, they deem 
it proper to reporta bill providing for their relief. 

Ihe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


GEORGE DENNETT. 

The bill, reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, for the relief of George Dennett, of Porta- 
mouth, New Hampshire, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to difect the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay seventy-five dollars to Dennett, for 
services performed by him in bringing up the ar- 
rearages of business in the naval office at Ports- 
mouth, fora time when there was no naval officer. 

Dennett was appointed naval officer for the port 
of Portsmowth; took the oath prescribed by law; 
entered upon the discharge of hie official duties 
on the 13th of March, 1839. The office of naval 
officer was vacant from the 18th of December, 
1838, until the 13th of March, 1839, when Dennett 
was appointed and entered upon the discharge of 
the duties of the office. It therefore became his 
duty after he entered upon the duties of his office, 
to complete and bring up the arrearages of busi- 
ness for the time it was vacant, and for that he 
has received no compensation. In pursuance of 


| the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, and from the fact that, in the opinion of the 
committee, Dennett is justly and equitably en- 
titled to a compensation for thatservVice, t! e com- 
mittee report the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordéred ta be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SUMMERS. 

The bill—reported from the Committee on Pen- 

sions—granting bounty lands to Elizabeth Sum- 
| mers, widow of Cornelius Summers, a soldier of 
the late war with Great Britain, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 

Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 


| rior to issue to Elizabeth Summers a land warrant 


for one hundred and sixty acres, as provided by 
the act of September 28, 1850, for nine months’ 
service of her husband in the late war with Great 
Britain; but, if any land warrant has been hereto- 

| fore issued for the services of her husband, the 
number of acres thereby granted shall be deducted 

| from the number of acres to be allowed under this 
bill. 

Cornelius Summers served in the war of 1812, 
was paid for eight months twenty-eight and one 
half daye*serviee; and was honorably discharged. 
The act of September 28, 1850, provides that any 
person serving in that war, who enlisted for twelve 
months, or during the war, and actually served 
nine months, shall be entitled to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. 

The application of the widow for land in this 
case was admitted for eighty acres, the amount 
allowed for four months’ service, butas she failed 
to prove nine months’ service by one day and a 


_ half, and also failed to prove thather husband 
pension rolls, and pay her ninety-six dollars per | a for twelve months, one hundred and sixty 
annum, commencing March B, 1854, and contin-*| acres could not be allowed her by the Commis- 
‘| sioner of the General Land Office. She now 


| prays Congress to pass a special act, granting her 
one hundred and sixty acres of land for her hus- 
| band’s services, alleging in her petition that he 
was in captivity after Dudley’s defeat for some 
time, how long she does not remember, and that 
| he served as a substitute for one Gray a term of 
| six months, from the Ist March, 1814, to the Ist 
| September of the same year, making im all over 
/one year. These latter statements, however, are 
not proved by any papers presented with the peti- 
| tion. The service proved by the certificate of the 
| Third Auditor, being within one and a half days 
of the term of nine months, taken together with 
, the strong probability of further service, seems to 
| the committee to ale this a case justifying the 
| special action of Congress in behalf of the widow. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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| 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 
JOHN M’VEY. 

The bill—reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions—for the relief of John McVey, was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of McVey on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per | 
month, from July 4, 1852, during his life. 

McVey claims to have served in the Kentucky 
volunteers, under General Shelby, in the war of | 
1812-'14. During his tour of service he became 
disabled, or wounded, in replacing the puncheons 
on the bridge over the river Thames, which had 
been removed by the British, by having the flesh 
torn severely on the inside of his left ancle, and 
the bone crushed. From this wound he has 
never recovered. The ancle became stiff and en- 
larged, and a running sore broke out on his leg, 
of a very malignant character, affecting his gen- 
eral health. Dr. J. Custer certifies to the present 
painful and severe character of the sore, and fur- 
ther states, that if a cure of the sore should be 
effected, MeVey will still be a cripple, owing to 
stiffness of joints, and enlargement of the foot re- 
sulting from it. 

Of the alleged services of the petitioner, there is 
no evidence offered, save his own statement and 
the hearsay proof contained in a petition in his 
behalf, numerously signed by citizens of Arkan- 
sas. No evidence of his enlistment, service, or 
discharge, can be found on the rolls on file in the 
Pension Office, nor elsewhere, within the search 
of the Commissioner or the committee. They 
are, therefore, compelled to agree with the Com- 
missioner, who has disallowed the claim, on the 
ground that the proof of service is entirely insuffi- 
cient. Dr. Custer only testifies as to petitioner’s 
present condition. His reputation anil skill as a || 
physician, are certified by the clerk of the court 
for Hempstead county, Arkansas. It seems, by 
the indorsement of the Clerk of the Senate upon 
the petition, that it was before the committee in 
1852, and a bill was reported in accordance with 
its prayer; but as no written report was submitted, 


the committee are not now aware of the grounds 
upon which the bill for his relief was based, and 
suppose it to have been merely reported, without || 
any recommendation, for the consideration of the | 


Senate. The bill, however, passed the Senate, 
but failed in the House. In view, therefore, of 
the former action of the committee and the Sen- || 
ate, notwithstanding their clear convictions of the 
insufficiency of -the proofs in the case as presented 
to them, the committee report the bill for the con- 
sideration-of the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. GIBSON. 

The next was a bill from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives—reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions—for the relief of George W. Gibson; which || 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

it proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to place his name on the roll of invalid 
pensioners at the rate of six dollars per month from 
March 9, 1852, during life. 

Gibson enlisted as a private soldier in company 
B, first regiment United States dragoons, and was 
with the Aimerican troops in the late war with 
Mexico; he suffered much from exposure, which 
finally resulted in a liver complaint and chronic 
diarrhea, which completely disabled him. During 
the time the Army was in the occupancy of Chi- 
buahua in Mexico, he was in the general hospital 
six or eight weeks. Since his return home in 
November, 1848, his health has been bad, and his 
general debility such as to three fourths disable 
him from obtaining his subsistence by manual 
labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 
third time, and passed. ' 


ASA ANDREWS. 





The next was a bill—reported from the Commit- || 


tee on Claims—for the relief of Asa Andrews; 
which was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 
By this bill the proper accounting officers of the | 
Treasury are to authorized and required to | 


ea 


| the Treasur 
_ Jarrero, for indemnity against the Government of | 
| Mexico, which were presented to the late Board | 
| of Commissioners on the claims against Mexico, | 


settle and adjust the accounts of Andrews, late | in hospital, at Jefferson barracks 
| collector of customs for the district of Ipswich, 


Massachusetts, for office rent and expenses, in- 
cluding clerk hire, and for the services of a dep- 


that office, and to pay the amount found due, not 
exceeding the sum of $1,983 80. 


port of Ipswich, Massachusetts, by President 
Washington, and continued in office until 1829. 


| On making up his accounts at the Treasury, a 
| balance was made against him of $921 Y2. 


In 
1842 suit was commenced against him and his 


| sureties to recover that sum in the district court 
| for that district, and a judgment recovered. 


The 
case was carried by writ of error to the United 
States circuit court, Judge Story presiding, and 


| the judgment of the court below was reversed on 
| the ground of the refusal of the district judgeto 
| instruct the jury that Andrews was entitled to 


compensation for office rent, fuel, clerk hire, or 


deputy, &c. 


Judge Story decided, that if the Secretary of the 


| Treasury sgnctioned the appointment of a deputy 


for that port, and the business required it, it would 


seem reasonable that the United States should pay | 
| some compensation for his services; and further, | 


that the expenditures for office expenses were 


| properly deemed incidents to the office, and there- | 
| fore ought to be allowed. 
| new trial was had, and averdict rendered that the 

| United States were indebted to Mr. Andrews in 

| the sum of $1,943 80 beyond the sum claimed by | 
} them. 
| Department for the payment of that sum, but the | 


Under this ruling a 


Application was made to the Treasury 


Secretary said there was no appropriation out of 


| whieh the Department felt justified in paying it, 
and he was referred to Congress. Heaccordingly | 
presented his petition to Congress, and various | 


favorable reports were made. The committee, in 
recommending the passage of the bill, do not intend 
to recognize the principle that the certificate of a 
jury is conclusive as to the indebtedness of the 
Government, but in cases like the present, where 
a competent court lays down the construction of 


| law applicable to a case judicially before it, their 
| opinion is entitled to respect. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
LEVY AND JARERO. 


The next was a bill for the relief of Jonas P. 
Levy and José Maria Jarrero. 
Mr. CLAY. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I reported it in pursuance 
of the direction of the select committee on Mex- 
ican claims. 


accounting officer. Sixty-three claims were re- 
ferred to that committee. We report in favor of 


these two being reviewed by the accounting offi- | 
| cer, and paid according to the direction of the | 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. They thought the | 
| case of Jarrero particularly a very hard case. 


The bill was read asecond time, and considered 


| as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to require the accounting officers of | 
to settle the claims of Levy and | 


and were rejected by the board. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrassed for a third | 
| reading, read a third time, and passed. 


CORNELIUS H. LATHAM. 


The next was a bill from the House of Repre- | 


sentatives—reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions—for the relief of Cornelius H. Latham; 


| which was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place his name on the invalid pension roll, 
at four dollars per month, from January 1, 1850, 
to continue during life. 

Lathar prays for a pension in consequence of 
disability inewrred while in the military service of 
the United States. 


of dragoons under Colonel Henry Dodge, on the 
first day of July, 1833, for three years. He was 
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z | Gibson, in which march he was agai 
uty, during the time he performed the duties of | : 


| violent illness, and was removed to the 
Mr. Andrews was appointed collector of the | 


| quent recurrence of his disease, and palpitation , 


It does not appear from the Cal- | 
endar that that bill has ever been referred toa | 
| committee. 


The committee were unanimous in | 
| directing the reference of these two claims to the 


| 
i} 


He enlisted as a private in | 
| company B, Captain Sumner, in the regiment 


J uly 1, 


» Prost _ 
excessive diarrhea, followed by dices, and,onp” 


tial recovery, he marched with the troops to Py. 


n altacked 
M guard jp 
attacked wir) 


. hos it 
where he was examined by the surgeon, whe 
« ge 


certificate of disability he declares to have received 
From the time of his discharge he has had fre. 


f 


and very much debilitated; while o 
January, 1834, he was suddenly 


the heart, so as to unfit him entirely for an labs 
rious employment; and his constitution ig po, 
broken. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoy, 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, : 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN SHLY’S PATENT. 

The next was a bill—reported from the Com. 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office—to exten 
a patent heretofore granted to John Shly, of th. 
State of Georgia. ; 

Mr. CLAY objected, and the bill was passe 
over. 

CAPTAIN CHARLES G. MERCHANT, 


The next was a bill—reported from the Commi. 
tee on Military Affairs—for the relief of Captain 
Charles G. Merchant; which was read a geeo)) 
time, and considered as in Committee of th, 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting off. 
cers of the Government to settle the accounts of 
Charles G. Merchant, brevet captain of the Uji. 
ted States Army, for the second quarter of 124), 
on just and equitable principles, without reference 
to the usual forms, so as to relieve him of the 
effect of the loss of his quarterly returns for that 
quarter; but the amount to be allowed him is no; 
to exceed $215 69. 

In the month of September, 1849, Captain 
Merchant was traveling on duty from Leona to 
San Antonio, Texas, having in his possession his 
returns in the commissary department, for the 
second quarter of 1849. In crossing a stream, the 
public wagon, containing his baggage, was car- 
ried off by the rapid current, and his papers were 


Ow 


read a 


| lost. Every exertion was made to recover the 


trunk containing the accounts, but without sue- 
cess. The amount of the account current, for 


| which he is responsible on that quarter, was 
| $215 693; ail of re 


ich amount was expended in 
the purchase of provisions for a detachment of 
two hundred and seventeen recruits on the march 
from the eoast of Texas to San Antonio, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


GENERAL STEPHEN MOYLAN. 


The next was a bill—reported from the Con- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims—relative to the 
accounts of General Stephen Moylan; which was 
read a second time, and considered as in Committ: 
tee of the Whole. 

it proposes to direct that the accounts of Gen- 
eral Stephen Moylan, on the books of the Tress- 
ury, shall be balanced by the proper accounting 
officers, and that the fact that they have remaine! 
unsettled until this time shall be no bar to the 
recovery of half pay or bounty land by his heirs. 

Mr. PRATT called for the reading of the report. 

General Moylan was commissioned a colonel it 
the revolutionary army in the year 1776, and was 

immediately afterwards directed by Congress \ 
| raise and equip a regiment of light dragoons lor 

the Continental service. Having succeeded in 
| raising a regiment in pursuance of the directions 
of Congress, he continued to serve without inter- 
. mission until the close of the war, sometimes 
_ commanding his regiment in the field, sometimes 
acting as quarterfhaster general, and at others * 
| a volunteer aid to General Washington. Like 
many of his compatriots and fellow-soldiers, b¢ 
_ entered the service of his country rich, and leftit 
poor, when his services were no longer needed. 
One of the bravestand most intelligent of the ofi- 
| cers of the American army, he enjoyed the con! 
|| dence of Washington in a very high degree. 
|» He was in® most of the battles fought during 
the war, serving with distinction from Trenton © 
Yorktown, through the whole of the protracted 
and bloody struggle. In the course of the W®" 
he had been intrusted with considerable sums of 
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money for the purpose of equipping his regiment 
and paying the men, and probably for other pur- 
noses. As early as 1779 he was charged on the 
hooks of the “Treasurer with $98,038 67; and at 
the close of the war this charge remained open 
avait st him, the sums paid by him never having 
heen entered to his credit by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Government. 

The death of General Moylan, and the subse- 
quent destruction of many of his vouchers, ren- 
der it impossible to understand the true state of 
the accounts between him and the Government; 
but there are several facts and circumstances which 
make it probable that the Government was in his 
debt. Shortly after the war, several letters were 
addressed to him, urging him to make prompt 
exhibition of his vouchers, with a view to the 
settlement of his accounts. In pursuance of these 
letters, a8 it is presumed, during the year 1790, he 
filed his account, in which he claimed a credit of 
£35,899 10s. 9d., filing therewith as vouchers the 
account#of several captains of his regiment, to 
whom he had paid considerable sums of money. 
Subsequently he filed a second account, in which 
he claimed £8,478 12s. Id., the items of which 
were generally supported by vouchers. These 
sums united, amount to nearly $120,000, which 
would leave a considerable balance due to him. 

Previously to the filing of these two accounts, 
the officers had been urgent in demanding a set- 
tlement. After they were filed, instead of such 
urgency on their part, they made excuses to Gen- 
eral Moylan for their delay in the adjustment 
of his accounts, which he had been, from time 
to time, demanding at their hands. From this 
fact it may be inferred that both General Moylan 
and the accounting officers, believed there was a 
balance due him by the Government. And when 
it is remembered that he always bore the charac- 
ter of an upright and honorable man, and that he 
went into the service rich and left it poor, the pre- 
sumption in favor of this view of the case is 
greatly strengthened. 

The heirs of General Moylan do not ask pay- 
ment of the balance which they believe was due 
to him by the Government, but only that the un- 
settled state of his accounts shall not be permitted 
to brand one of the most distinguished patriots of 
the Revolution as a defaulter, nor to stand in the 
way of the allowance, by Congress, of half pay 
to themselves. Whatever may be the case now, 
the man who, during the Revolution, appropriated 
public money to private use, stood dishonored in 
the face of the community. Seeing no reason to 
believe that General Moylan ever did convert to 
his own use any of the public money intrusted to 
his care, the committee feel called on to respond 
favorably to the prayer of the petitioners. 

Mr. PRATT. I move to amend the bill by 


striking out the first clause of it, so that the bill 
shall read; 


““That the fact that the accounts of General Stephen 
Moylan, on the books of the Treasury, have remained un- 
settled until the passage of thjs act, shall be no bar to the 
recovery of half pay, or bounty land, by his heirs.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amend- 
ment was concurred in, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. 


FRANCES SMITH. 

Mr. ADAMS. _ I movethat the Senateadjourn. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I make an appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. {ask that we may take 
up the remaining bills on the Calendar which have 
come from the House, and pass them. Let us 
dispose of them, and they will be out of our way. 

Mr. ADAMS withdrew his motion. 

Mr. ATCHISON, (Mr. Bancer in the chair.) 

suggest the propriety of taking up and passing 
all the private bills at once, by unanimous con- 
sent, for itcomes to thatintheend. {Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMLIN. We have several House bills 
here; and, if we act upon them, they will be dis- 
posed of, There is very little usé in sending Sen- 
ate bills to the House at this session. There isa 
great use in passing House bills. 

Mr, PRATT. he House of Representatives, 
as far as J am aware, have not passsd a single pri- 
tam, 
therefore, opposed to the enactment of all theirs, 
as far as we have gone on the Calendar; and lam 
doubly opposed to the selection of those which 


remain, in order to pass them before Senate bills. | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Maryland has 
anticipated in part what | was going to say. I 
also desired to state that I have objected to the 
calling up of bills out of their order on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio; but it has been sug- 
gested to me that there is one here which 1 think 
the Senate is bound to consider on many grounds 
which do not obtain perhaps in other cases. It is 
the case of Frances Smith, a female soldier of the 
Revolution. We propose to provide for her, and 
I am afraid the case will not be reached to-day in 
its order upon the Calendar. She cannot live to 
enjoy the bounty of the Government, if we do not 
soon act upon it, as she is now far advanced in 
years. If any gentleman wishes tu learn any- 
thing about Mrs. Smith, I refer him to my friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Botver.] 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 trust the Senate will pro- 
ceed in the order of the Calendar. 

Mr. CLAY. This is for the benefit of a lady, 
a female soldier of the Revolution. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I do not object. 

Yhe bill was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to pay to Mrs. Smith ninety-stx dollars per 
annum, commencing January 1, 1848, and con- 
tinuing during her natural life; but any amount 
which she may have received as pension since that 
date is to be deducted from the amount granted. 

Mrs. Smith is the widow of William Smith, a 
soldier of the Revolution, who did edéd and faith- 
ful service during the war, and was clearly enti- 
tled, under laws of Congress, to a pension; but, 
owing to his ignorance of the fact, never applied 
for or received it, but did receive a pension of 
sixty dollars per annum from the State of South 
Carolina, for a few years previous to his death, 
which occurred in 1848. 

After his death, his widow made application to 
the General Government fora pension; but owing 
to the great length of time which had elapsed 
since the war, she was unable to meet the re- 
quirements of the bureau respecting proofs of her 
husband’s service, &e. Upon transmitting to the 
bureau the proceedingsof the Legislature of South 
Carolina respecting her deceased husband’s case, 
a certificate of pension for twenty dollars per an- 
num was issued to her, to commence March 4, 
1831. 

She is now aged and indigent; and she appeals 
to Congress for an increase of the pension granted 
her, to the same rate per annum paid to ether 
widows of revolutionary soldiers. 

The act of July 29, 1848, grants pensions for | 
life to all widows of revolutionary soldiers, mar- 
ried prior to 1800, at the same rate their husbands 
would have been entitled to under existing laws. 
The act of February 3, 1853, extends this provis- 
ion to all married since 1800. From the papers 

| presented to the South Carolina Legislature, it ap- 
| pears highly probable that the petitioner’s hus- 
band served from 1779 to the close of the war, 
and was entitled, under the act of June 7, 1832, to 
| a full pay pension, or ninety-six dollars per an- 
| num; and, therefore, his widow is entitled to that 
amount, admitting the case to be proved as re- 
quired by law; anu the committee find the papers 
to afford the strongest probability that the repre- 
sentations of the petition, and the original decla- 
ration of the husband, are true. Regarding her 
claim, in her right as widow of William Smith, 
as a just and meritorious one, the committee also 


find much in the further statements of the petitioner | 


to commend her case to the gratitude and liberal- 
ity of the Government. ‘Mrs. Smith herself per- 
formed services of the most important and hazard- 
ous character, entitling her to be ranked among 
the heroines of that eventful period. In company 
with Mrs. Butler, (maternal ancestor of the pres- 
ent Senator from South Carolina,) she conveyed 
information to the American camp of the approach 


of the Tories under Cunningham, encountering the | 


greatest peril to themselves in the act, paddling a 
canoe for four miles up a dangerous part of the 
Saluda rivet, exposed to detection and death at the 
hands of the partisan enemy. At various times 
she conveyed information to the American Army 
of the movements of the British and Tories; also 
protected and nursed wounded and sick soldiers. 
At one time she was pursued and captured while 
returning from giving information to the Ameri- 
|| cans, and only released after being ordered to the 
| British camp. 





The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate concurred in the report of 
the comfnittee of conterence, on the disagreemy 
votes of the two Houses on the resolution io rela- 
tion to the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope the question will be taken 
on it now. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would inguire of the Chair 
whether that motion is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When was the 
vote taken ? 

Mr. GWIN. Last Saturday. 

Mr. WELLER. Then how can the motion 
to reconsider be submitted to-day? 

Mr.SUMNER. I submit tothe Chair whether 
it is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of the opinion that it is not in order, The vote 
was taken on Saturday last. According to the 
rules of the Senate, a motion to reconsider can 
only be made on the day on which the vote is 
taken, or on the next two successive legislative 
days. Saturday was one day; on Wednesday the 
Senate met and.gdjourned; on Thursday the Sen- 
ate met and adjourned, so that the three days are 
up—Saturday, and the two succeeding days—and 
the motion cannot now be received. 

Mr. STUART. 1 shall take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. My recollection of the 
rule is, that the motion can be submitted within 
three days after the vote is taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is entirely mistaken. The rule is, that the motion 
must be made on the day on which the vote is 
taken, or on either of the two succeeding legisla- 
tive days. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let the question be taken on 
the appeal; we will sustain the decision of the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Michigan take an appeal? 

Mr. STUART. fF desire to let it lie over un- 
til Monday; then we can have a quorum, and 
perhaps | may not want to press it 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule will 
dispose of the question to the Senator’s own sat- 
isfaction. 

The Secretary read the rule, as follows: 

‘ Norshall any motion for reconsideration be in order, 

unless made on the same day on whichthe vote was taken, 


or within the two next days of actual session of the Senate 
thereafter.”’ 


Mr. STUART. It is too late, then. 
G. W. TORRENCE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a bill to provide 
a pension for SergeantG. W. Torrence, in which 
they asked the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up that bill for consideration 
now, and have it put upon its passage. It has 
been under discussion in the military committee 
here. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to direct that 
Sergeant G. W. Torrence,of Captain Fairchild’s 
company of Louisiana mounted volunteers, be 
placed upon the pension roll at twenty dollars per 
month, to commence April 4, 1854. 

Mr. WELLER. I have already stated that 
this subject has been before the Committee on 
Military Affairs. This man performed extraor- 
dinary services at the National Bridge during the 

Mexican war. If any Senator will take the 
trouble to look into the statement of the facts made 
in the House,'in the shape of a report, he will see 
that his services were of a very gallant and dis- 
tinguished character. ‘The committee, however, 
in the House of Representatives, simply placed 
him on the penston rollat the highest rate of pen- 
sions. The Committee on Military Affairs of 
this body felt diaposed to recommend that a still 
larger compensation be allowed; but we are now 
disposed to take the bill as it comes to us fromthe 
|| House. 


\\ Mr. PEARCE. 


Does the 


I would like to know whether 
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the rate of pension proposed is that which is gen- | 
erally allowed a sergeant? 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. 
captain. | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think I can sat- | 
isfy the Senator from Maryland in a moment that | 
this is just such a case as ought to be provided 
for. ‘This gentleman rendered extraordMary ser- 
vices, and displayed extraordinary gallantry, at 
that bridge, and suffered more than any man | 
ever heard of. As appears from the proof sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, he 
was utterly disabled, and is now a eripple for life. 


No, sir; it is that ofa | 


He spent $12,000 in securing his life; that is, in | 


having his wounds properly attended to ana from 
other necessary expenses growing out of his suf- 
ferings in the war. He came before tne commit- | 


tee, and asked them to reimburse his expenses. | 


His gallant conduct, and the sufferings he had | 
undergone, appealed strongly to our feelings, and 

we felt that it would be right to reimburse him, if 

we could do so without establishing a dangerous 

precedent. We could not do it, although every | 
member of the committee felt it was a case ap- 

pealing strongly to the benevolence and charity of 

the country. The best thing we could do was to 

recommend the payment of the largest amount 

possible; and | know the heart of the Senator 

from Maryland will respond to the feelings which 

actuated us. 

Mr. PEARCE. My objection is merely this: 
that if we give this man a higher rate of pension 
than is allowed to others of the same grade in the 
service, we shall make an exception to the general | 
law, and it may be looked upon as an invidious | 
discrimination, Ll suppose the man is disabled 
for life; but it matters not whether his conduct | 
was peculiarly gallant or ordinarily gallant. Gen- | 
tiemen deeply interested in him claim an amount | 
more than double that which the law allows | 
others who suffer equally. I do not know of any 
principle upon which we can rely to justify our- | 
selves in giving one man double the pension which 
another of the same grade in the service receives. | 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator submit any amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. The ordinary rate, I believe, | 
is eight dollars a month. This bill proposes to | 
give twenty dollars; | move to amend it by re- 
ducing it to eight dollars. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
order, 
bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Discussion is 
out of order. 

Mr. DIXON. Is the question upon the motion 
made by the Senator from Maryland to amend 
the bill by inserting eight dollars instead of twenty 
dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the | 
question. 

Mr. DIXON. 
Maryland to say that eight dollars is the sum 


This is not a day for debating private | 


agreed upon by the Government te be paid for the || 


loss of a limb and for the loss of alla man’s limbs, 
Yo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would apprise the Senator from Kentucky that | 
except b 
order. The Senator from Missouri objects to the 
discussion of this question. 

Mr. DIXON. I understand the Senator to say 
that for all the damage a man may sustain, he is | 
only to be paid oo dollars amonth. That is to | 
cover the loss of everything, and embraces his 
leg, arm, or any other member. I will not say a 
word on thie subject if any member objects. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. DIXON. I understand the suggestion of 
the Senator applies to every limb a man has. He 
may lose all his limbs. He may be rendered per- 
fectly impotent, and eight dollars is the sum that 
compensates him for it; and that is the price the 


_ THE CO 


|| ing. 


I must call the Senator to | 


I understand the Senator from | 


unanimous consent, no debate is in || 





Government is to pay to old soldiers who render 
all these services to the country, and become 
totally disabled in doing so. All i have to say is 
thatif that isthesum, it istoo little. If in this case 
an extraordinary damage has been sustained, as 
we are informed by the Senator from Tennessee, 
why, sir, it is an exception to the general rule, 
and ought to be liberally provided for. 1am for 
giving the largest sum possible, and | shall vote 


against the amendment which is offered by the 
Senator from Maryland, to reduce the amount. 

Mr. PEARCE. I must ask leave of the Senate 
to say a few words in reply to the Sénator from 
Kentucky. The Senator has either misunderstood 
me, or perverted my meaning. 

Mr. DIXON. I certainly did not mean to do so. 

Mr. PEARCE. I did nos say that we were not 
to pay a man for the loss of all his limbs. What 
[ have said is this, that we have a general system 
of pension laws, and according to that system, it 
is our custom, and the law requires, that we should 
pay a manso much fora total disability. We do 
not look at the character of the disability any fur- 
ther than to ascertain whether it is total. The 
general law requires that we shall give to a man 
in the rank occupied by this man, who incurs a 
total disability, a pension of eight dollars a month; 
and then what I said was, that it is altogether 
wrong, unjust, and partial to give to one man who 
has incurred a total disability a pension two and a 
half times as great as we give to another in the 
same rank. Whether it is right for Congress to 
restrict the pensions in the case of total disabilit 
to eight dollars a month, for those in this Sonal 
of the military service, is a question | do not 
undertake to meddle with; but we have adopted a 
general system, and if there is any propriety in 
adopting such a general system there is obviously 
a strong propriety in adhering to it. If you do 


and flesh of another;’’ and it depends upon the 
weight of the influences brought to bear upon 


1 
j 
| 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


+ July 7, 

l act upon no principle of that sort, | , 
by every feeling of my heart, I will vote eee 
cent that may be proposed by the committee fo 
aman who sacrifices so much for his count : 
Not to do so is at war with the principle on which 
every Government exists. Why, Mr. Presiden, 
look to other nations, and see what their policy 
has been in regard to those who have made sacr| 
fices for their country. What is the policy of 
England? What is that of France? Why, sir 
are not monuments starting up in every portion of 


ry. 


| those great Kingdoms to perpetuate to the latest 


posterity the noble deeds of those who have made 
sacrifices for their country? And yet, sir, when 
we are appealed to, in a case of this kind, for , 


_ man who has lost his limbs in the service of his 
_ country, who has been broken down in fightin 


| it allows is too little. The Government has 


its battles, in order to enable him to make a sub. 
sistence, and to keep his family from perishing 
Senators cry out that it is wrong, that it wij be 
making “ fish of one and flesh of another.” §j, 
lam for making flesh of all. | am Willing to 
change the general system. The amount which 


plenty 


_ of money; and itis time that it should act with 


some character of liberality at least towards jt 


| own citizens. 


Mr. WELLER. I only desire to say one word, 
to assign the reason why I ask for the passage of 


| tt a bill, 
not adhere to it invariably, you make ** fish of one || 


Congress, whether a party is to get a pension | 


under the general system, or to receive that which 


the bounty of Congress, and the patriotic impulses || 


of the moment may induce them to give. 
know, sir, how those impulses vary; and it is 
precisely to guard against that evil that our pen- 
sion laws are adopted; and I think the system 
should be equal and adhered to. I see no cause 
for altering these pensions, 
this man’s disability is. 
he has lost one limb, or all. If he has lost a single | 
limb, I should vote against this mode of proceed- 

If you undertake to pay all the members of 
the Army for the loss of each limb, you would 

soon beggar the Treasury. What | do say is, | 
you havea general system, and I think it ought | 


to be adhered to until it is altered by a general 
|| law. 


Mr. DIXON. 
He stated that if a man 


| month. I then said that it embraced the loss of 


| a limb, and the loss of every limb. | 
Mr. PEARCE. Thatis the consequence of the || 


| System. 


Mr. DIXON. That is the consequence of the 


|| system. Then, sir, I mean to say, and I do say, 


that eight dollars per month for the loss of all a | 
man’s limbs, is not enough; it is too little. And 
I mean, also, to say that because the general sys- 
tem allows those who have been subjected to a 
total disability in the service of their country, but 


| ate should not do justice when a case comes before 
| it, and when it has power and jurisdiction over | 
|the case. That is what I mean to say. 
For my part, I have never considered myself | 
bound by any general system. If the law, as it 
| already exists, binds me as a Senator, there is no 
| use in legislating upon any private bill. 
to be bound in the votes I give, because you have 
established a general system which is wrong, | 
there is no use in our attempting to legislate on | 
any claim which comes before us. I am governed | 
by no such principle as that. I mean here to act 
upon every case as it presents itself to me, accord- | 
ing to what I think is right; and if the general | 
system embraces it, I will take it out of the gen- | 
eral system. Why, sir, when a peculiar case | 
| comes before the Senate, appealing to us in behalf | 
of one who is totally disabled, in behalf of one | 
| who has rendered important service to the country, | 
in behalf of one who has made such sacrifices, as | 
| that he never can be compensated for them, it is | 
| strange, indeed, that a Senator should rise up and | 
say, because you have established a general sys- | 
tem which limits the allowance to be paid to a | 
/man who has become totally disabled, therefore | 
you are not to allow something to alleviate the 
| wretched and unfortunate condition of him who is 
| totally disabled in the service of his country. 


eight dollars per month, is no reason why the Sen- || 


If Lam || 


You | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mary. 
land. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. WELLER. I claim that I have the floor. 

Mr. PRATT. If any gentleman can stand up 
all the time and claim the floor, that may prevent 


| my motion. 


I do not know what || 
I do not know whether || 


I have not misunderstood the || 
|| Senator very materially. 





Mr. WELLER. I have been recognized by 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senate will, by unan- 
imous consent, permit me to move to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of a bill. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, or- 
dered to a third reading, read a third time, and 
passed. 

ISAAC L. BATTLE. 
Mr. RUSK. I move to reconsider the vote by 


rer, | which the bill for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
is totally disabled, his pension is eight dollars per || 7. Battle, was passed. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the bill lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, July 7, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Siicer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TheSPEAKER appointed Mr. JounJ.Tayuon, 
of New York, a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, in the place of Mr. Gitpert Deas, 
resigned. 

The SPEAKER. The question first in order 
is upon the motion submitted by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, on yesterday, to reconsider 
the vote by which the civil and diplomatic bill 
was rejected. 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman from South 
Carolina give way for a moment to allow me to 
report a bill and accompanying papers, for the 
purpose of having them recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and printed ? 

Mr. LETCHER. Whatis the bill? _ 

Mr. FULLER. It is a bill for the erection of 
certain custom-houses. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. FULLER. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. The custom-houses have 
sunk one bill already, and I do not want them to 
sink another. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to yield me the floor for a moment, 
that I may introduce a resolution which I ask to 
have read for the infermation of the House. 





